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30TH Concress, Ist Session. WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 16, 1848. 





When there was a call of the House, after those By Mr. TWEEDY: The petition of John H. Roundtree and 
resent were called, the Clerk called the absentees, |, S°Venty three others, citizens of Grant county, Wisconsin, 
pres praying for a proportionate reduction of postage on news 
h as had entered the Hall were the ! oo 
and all such as had entered the Fiall were then papers not containing more than 500 souare inches. 
recorded as present. e i ; By Mr. HUBBARD: The petition of the inhabitants re- 

The CHAIRMAN explained the difference be- siding 1a the vailey of the Housatonic, in the State of Con- 

ree resent position of the House and that | P@clicut, including the town of Derby, a port of delivery, 
tween the Pp — | rete ; praying for an appropriation for the removal of the bar at the 
ofacall. No gentleman could have his name now | jyouth of the Housatonic river 
recorded who was not present when his name was By Mr. HUNT: The petition of Lyman A. Spalding, and 
ealled. other ettizens of Lockport, New York. Also, the petition 

Mr. JONES reiterated his argument. Neu Yen . ete _— a ——~ ty 

‘Top NS v - we o wew ‘ PR, AS ing Congress to extend the drawhack sys- 

Mr. ST EPH ENS rose to a question of order. || tem to Canadian wheat manufactured in the United States 

Mr. JONES said that was what he was going to | for export. 
make. His question of order was, that a member By Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania : Three memorials 

resenting himself before the result of the call was | {0M citizens of Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the 
p > : . further renewal of the patent of Jethro Wood's cast iron 
announced had the right to have his name record- plough in favor of his heirs. 
ed, otherwise he would be reported as absent when 
he was present. 

The CHAIRMAN overruled the point raised. 

Mr. JONES appealed from that decision. 

Mr. COBB, ot Georgia, contended that it was Mr. BENTON presented a petition from the 
not competent for the Chair to entertain the appeal. || Common Council of the city of St. Louis, urging 
The Committee, under the rule, must rise, and the || upon Congress the necessity of appropriations for 
names of the absentees be reported to the House. 

Mr. JONES said he had no feeling in the mat- 
ter. He had no objection to the fact going to his Mr. B. spoke of the document as replete with 
constituents; but he did not think it right that an valuable information, and moved that it be printed; 

> ° 
member should be reported to the world as absent | which was agreed to. 


when he was here ready to do his duty. Mr. HUNTER presented a petition from Eliza- 
The CHAIRMAN again apprized the gentle- beth Munroe, widow of Dr. Thomas J. C. Mun- 
man from ‘Tennessee that the rule was imperative. || roe, deceased, late a surgeon in the army of the 


Mr. JONES desired but to say one word. United States, fora pension; which was referred 
The CHAIRMAN called the gentleman to | to the Committee oo aie P 


order. : 
After some other observations, the committee | REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
rose, and the Chairman reported the facts and the Mr. BRIGHT, from the Committee on Revo- 
absentecs to the House. r 
The House then adjourned. |, memorial of Mary M. Telfair. 





IN SENATE. 
Tuerspay, February 10, 1848. 


was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


PETITIONS, &c. 


The following petitions were presented and re- 
ferred : 


By Mr. CONGER: Of 119 adult ladies of Springport» 
Cayuga county, New York, praying Congress and the Exec- | 
utive to take the necessary steps for securing an imme- c . : 
diate and permanent peace with Mexico by withdrawing the | Joseph and Lindley Ward, without amendment. 
troops of this nation from her territory, restoring to her | On motion of Mr. A., this bill was considered 
possession the provinces which we now occupy, offering the | by unanimous consent, read a third time, and 
ainplest atonement in Our power for all wrongs which may passed. 
have been inflicted by us, and appointing commissioners 
empowered to adjust questions in dispute between these | 
two sister republics. Aiso, a like petition of 19 male citi- 
zens of the same place. Also, the petition of 37 citizens of 
Cortlandt eounty, New York, for the abolition of slavery in || to inquire into the expediency of making an appropriation 
the District of Columbia and the Territories. Also, the || to aid the charity hospital at New Orleans in defraying the 
petition of 23 citizens of Cortiandt county, New York, asking expenses of the sick and destitute volunteer troops, as well 
that Congress would examine the positions therein stated in || as of sick and destitute citizens of the United States re- 
regard to the validity and constitutionality of slavery in the |, ceived into said institution. 

States, and secure the right of the writ of habeas corpus to 
all such persons as are illegally held as slaves. , 

By Mr. DUER: The remonstrance of E. F. Cook & Co. |, lution: : 
against the renewal of UO. C. Harris’s patent for a paint Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be authorized 
mill. to pay to the youths employed in the Senate post office at 

By Mr. STUART, of Michigan: The petition of D. Plimp- || last session, one hundred dollars each, in full compensation 
— — for the reduction of postage on newspapers. | for the services of last session. 

y Mr. HALL, of New York: The joint resolutions of . 
the Senate and Assembly of the State of New York, instruct- | The above resolution was referred to the Com- 


ing the Senators aud requesting the Representatives from | mittee on the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 


that State to use their best endeavors to insert in every act or The following resolution, submitted yesterday 
» 


ordinance establishing territorial or provisional governments . 
in New Mexico and the Californias a provision and guaran- by Mr. Bapcer, was taken oP and referred to the 


tee prohibiting slavery or involuntary servitude except as a || Same Cammittee : 

punishment tor crime. Also, the petition and papers of Resolved, That there be paid to each of the messengers of 
James Sloan, of Erie county, New York, praying for prize- || the Senate and office of the Secretary of the Senate, who 
mouey as one of the capiors of the brigs Caledonia and || have not already received it, the same additional compensa- 
Adams, near fort Erie, in the war of 1812. tion that was paid R. P. Anderson and J. L. Clubb, for the 


) 


By Mr. SMITH, of ilinois: The petition of Samuel | second session of the 29th Congress. 
ore and 60 other citizens of St. Clair county, Mlinois, Mr. CASS, by unanimous consent, introduced 


Praying a reduction of postage on juvenile newspapers or - ed ‘ Me : 
small dimensions. Postag = pat a joint resolution authorizing medals and certifi- 


By Mc. MORSE, of Louisiana: The petitionof R.C. Stock- , cates to be given to officers and volunteers for 
ton, tutor of the minor Octave dela Houssaye, praying fran callant conduct ir battle during the war with 


amendment to an act confirming wie heirs of De la Houssaye s ce t i 
, ; . > re exico; which was read a first and seconc e 
to a tract of tand. &e. . | Mexico; which was read a first and second time, 


By Mr. POLLOCK: The petition and papers of Mrs, | and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Boyd, of Pennsyivania, widow of Colonel Jobn Boyd, a [it authorizes the President to have two dies made, one 
revolutionary officer, taken from the files of the House. || of a larger and the other of a smaller size, with suitable 
Also, the petition and papers of Jolin P. Schuyler, of Muncy, | devices, and to cause silver medals to be struck—the larger 
Pennsylvania. | size to be presented to commissioned officers, and the 

By .ir. DUNCAN, of Ohio: The petition of citizens of | smalier to each non-commissioned officer, musician, and 
Licking county, Ohio, asking for a reduction On newspaper _ private of the regular forces and volunteers who may have 
postage, distinguished himself or may hereafter distinguish bimself 

by Mr. MORSE: The petition of William Stinson and || jn battle during the present war; also, certificates on parch- 
thirty others, praying for the establishment of a post route || ment, signed by the President, and sealed with the seai of the 
from Bellevue, the county seat of Bossier parish, to Winder. War Department, countersigned by the Secretary of War, 

by Mr. CROWELL: The petition of Dan Eaton and others, 
cillzeas of Mahoning county, Ohio, praying Congress to pass 


mittee on Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of 
David N. Smith, accompanied by a report; which 
was ordered to be printed. The bill was read a 
first time. 

Mr. ATCHISON, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, reported House bill for the relief of 


RESOLUTIONS. 
On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, 


colonize the free people of color in the United states. 


22 
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the improvements of the harbor at that city; which | 


lutionary Claims, made an adverse report on the | 


|, Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- | 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed | 


Mr. WESTCOTT submitted the following reso- 


to be presented to each officer, non-commissioned officer, || 
musician, and private receiving a medal—the certificateto || 
& law appropriating a sufficient portion of the public lands to | state the battle in which such person has distinguished | 
: himself. The officers who have received gold medals and 
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to whom the thanks of Congress have been granted do not 
come within the provisionsof this resolution, It provides 
| for a board of not less than three field-otlicers, one of whom 
shall be a general officer, if the service allows of it, to be 
convened by the Secretary of War in this city, to examine 
the reports of the various actions with the enemy,and of the 
conduct of officers and men engaged therein, and designate 
such as are worthy, and report the same to the Seeretary of 
War, who is to lay it before the President for his approval, 
and if the President approves, then medals and certificates 
are to be presented. It further provides that when any offi- 
cer, non-commissioned officer, musician, or private has been 
killed in battle, ordied in consequence of wounds received, 
| the medal and certificate, if he should he entitled to them, 
| are to go to his family.) 


Mr. HANNEGAN, on leave, introduced a joint 
resolution of thanks to Colonel Alexander W. 
Doninhan, officers, and men under his command; 
which was read a first and second time, and refer- 
red to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


[This resolution provides swords, with suitable devices, 
to Colonel Doniphan, Lieutenant Colonel D.C. Mitchell, 
Lieutenant Colonel Congrave Jackson, Majors Wilham Gil 
pin and Meredith L. Clarke, in testimony of the high sense 
entertained by Congress and the country of their galleniry, 
self-denial, and noble conduct in the campaign. ] 


The bills from the Hlouse of Representatives 
were taken up, and after having been read a first 
and second time by their titles, were appropriately 
referred, with the exception of the bill granting a 
register for the barque Wilhamet; which, on mo- 
tion of Mr. DIX, was taken up by unanimous 

| consent, and passed. 


. 

The report from the Committee on Printing for 
| the printing of 20,000 copies of Lieutenant Abert's 
report was agreed to. 


| GENERAL ORDERS. 

The bill granting compensation to J. N. Moore 
was taken up and passed. 

The following bills were taken up in their order 
on the calendar, and after having been considered, 

were ordered to be engrossed, and were, by unani- 
/ mous consent, read a third time and passed: 

A bill for the relief of Susan E. Gordon. 

A bill for an increase of the medical staff of the 
army for a limited time. 

A bill for the relief of Jones and Boker. 

The bill authorizing persons to whom reserva- 
tions of land have been made under Indian treaties 
to alienate the same in fee was taken up as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The question being upon agreeing to the amend- 
ment submitted by Mr. Hannecan on a former 

day, it was read for information. 
! r. WESTCOTT suggested that as the Sen- 
ator from Indiana, who had offered the amend- 
ment, was not now in his seat, the bill be passed 
over informally. 

Mr. ATCHISON presumed there could be no 
' difficulty in regard to the amendment; however, 
the Senator from Indiana was now in his seat, and 
could explain it. 

Mr. BREESE remarked, that the object of the 
bill was to obviate the necessity of special legisla- 
'tion. By the treaty made at Camp Tippecanoe 
' with the Pottawatomie Indians, sections of land 

were reserved to certain Indians, after the lands 
‘had been ceded in bulk to the United States. 
These Indians supposed they had an estate in fee 
in these lands, and by deeds approved by the 
President of the United States, sold their interest 
in their reserved lands. It was now understood, 
after careful inspection of the treaty of 1832, that 
the construction of the terms employed did not 
give to these Indians an estate in fee in those lands, 
but an interest during their lifetime. The design 
of the bill now before the Senate was to relinquish 
to the purchasers of these lands the supposed re- 
served right of the Government of the United 
States. There were some ten or fifteen cases in- 
| volved in the matter,‘and in order to avoid the 
necessity of special legislation, it was thought that 
it might be proper to have a general law including 
the whole subject. Congress had never refused, 
when any similar application had been made, to 
| grant the relief now sought. Similar cases had 
oceurred in Alabama, growing out of this treaty, 
but he would not trouble the Senate by any refer- 
ence to them at present. 
He then sent to the desk of the Secretary a let- 
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ter from one of the commissioners who had con- 
cluded the treaty, giving it as his opinion that the 
Indians supposed they had the lands in fee. 


| 
| 


Mr. HANNEGAN stated that the amendment | 
which he proposed to the original bill, was intend- | 


ed to meet cases under this bill entirely, which 


the bill did not. There wasa provision in it which | 
required that the deeds should be executed accord- || 
ing to the laws of the State in which the lands | 


were located. Compliance with that provision was 


almost impossible on the part of persons residing | 
at a distance in Missouri, lowa, and Kentucky. | 
In order to meet that, and certain minor objections, | 
he had offered the amendment, which covered the | 


whole ground. for 
had Coneress refused to pass special acts in simi- 
lar cases arising under this treaty. He referred to 


In no single instance heretofore | 


former acts of Congress, in 1839 and 1841, embra- | 


cing similar cases. 


He presumed that the deeds | 


in the present case had had the sanction of the | 
President; but his approval of them was made | 


necessary efore the conveyance could be perfect. 
He presumed that there was no more danger of 


fraud than in any other case of purchase and sale | 


of Indian lands. ‘The statement of one of the 


commissioners who made the treaty had just been | 


read to the Senate, and showed that the under- 


standing at the time was, that the reservation was | 


made in favor of the Indians, as all other individual 
reservations have heretofore been made, and that 
they had, therefore, a right to sell and convey, with 
the sanction of the President. 
was asked in thiscase. The papers now before 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, showed incon- 


testably that a full and ample price had been paid || 


| 


That was all that | 


for the lands; indeed, from his own knowledge, he | 


could say that fora portion of them, double the 
value had been paid in money. 


Mr. BADGER hoped that his friend from Indi- 


ana would not understand him as indicating the | 


slightest hosulity to the amendment when he sug- | 
gested the propriety of the reference of the bill, 
with the proposed amendment, to the Judiciary | 


Committee. ‘he statements of the gentleman from 
Indiana, and those also of the gentleman from IIli- 


nois, had satisfied him that some act of legislation | 
in reference to this matter was proper and neces- | 


sary. He was not, therefore, opposed to the 
measure, but was of opinion that it should undergo 
the examination of the committee of the Senate 
supposed to be specially charged with the legal pro- 
ceedings which might be necessary. 


Mr. HANNEGAN explained that the bill had | 


been referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 


and his friend from Missouri [Mr. Arcuison] | 


united with him in requesting that that committee 


should be discharged from the consideration of the | 


subject, and that it should be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, to which they thought it 
properly belonged. He could not conceive that it 


the Judiciary Committee. 
Mr. ATCHISON observed that the Senator from 


Illinois [Mr. Breese} had already shown that | 


committees had, in several instances, acted on this 
subject in the manner proposed by this bill. 


only question involved was, whether the United 


States would now cede to the purchaser from the || 


The | 





ii 


involved any question requiring the examination of 


Indians, the reversionary interest which it was sup- | 
posed the United States held in them under the | 


treaty. 


Upon the broad principle of getting rid of | 


the public lands, if for no other reason, he would | 


say, give that reversionary interest to the purchas- 
ers. 


Government of the United States, as well as to the | 


State in which the land lies, and to private indi- 
viduals who became purchasers, 

Mr. BADGER suggested that his friends on the 
other side labored under some misapprehension as 
to his object in desiring the reference to the Judi- 
ciary Committee. Although the case had been 
passed upon by the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
still there might be a question remaining with re- 


gard to the legal safeguard to be thrown around | 


the measure. 
Mr. HANNEGAN begged to inform his friend 


from North Carolina that the same guards pre- | 


cisely had been interposed in this case as had 
existed almost contemporaneously with the Gov- 


ernment with regard to lands held by individual | 


reservation. 
Mr. BADGER then withdrew his motion. 
The amendment was then agreed to; and no 


| 





He held that in getting rid of the public | 
land, an important service was rendered to the | 


further amendment being made, the bill was re- || against the religion of Mexico—if so, Protestay: 


ported to the Senate, and the amendment was con- 
curred in. 


} 
| 


The bill was then engrossed, and read a third 


time and passed. 


THE TEN-REGIMENT BILL. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 


bill to raise, for a limited time, an additional mil- 
itary force; when— 


Mr. UNDERWOOD commenced, by adverting | 


to the wars of the Revolution and of 1812, in both 


of which the objects were clearly defined, and the | 


people knew what they were fighting for. In this 
third war against a civilized nation, do the people 
know what they are fighting for? They were now 
considering the question. 


were influences at work, the object of which was 


He perceived that there | 


to prevent light on that subject from reaching the | 


people. 
dent denouncing those who opposed the policy of the 
Executive as giving aid and comfort to the enemy; 
also to the officers and editors who had followed 
in the same track. The people were not consulted 
when this war was commenced; and the honor of 
the country is not involved in the prosecution 
of the war. He separated the Government from 
the people on this subject, because the war was 
the act of the former, the latter having never given 
their sanction to the origin of the war. The ob- 
ject of the officers of the Government was to 
identify themselves with the people. But the 
people are now engaged in the investigation of 
the matter, and beneficial results might be ex- 
pected. 

It was the practice in legislation to look to pre- 
cedents; and hence it became of high importance 
that every act should be now scrutinized, in order 
that no evil precedent may be left behind us. 
wished to state the facts which had operated on 
his mind in the formation of his opinions on the 
subject. 

What were the principles which had been said 
to enter into the conduct of this war? ‘A Senator 
from the Empire State (Mr. Dickson] had sub- 
mitted a resolution looking to the annexation of 
** contiguous territory.” 
more territory? We have ample room, every va- 
riety of soil and climate, productive of all descrip- 
tions of fruits, and our resources are as yet only in 
the course of development. 


destiny—will lead us to greater prosperity. While 


He referred to the message of the Presi- | 


What do we want with | 


we can remain knit together as a band of brothers, | 


and confine ourselves to defensive, instead of going 
into offensive war, we may defy the world. But 
his friend over the way would reply, “ Ah! but 
there is our commerce!’’ He did not think that 


our commercial interests required the annexation || 
He referred to commercial tables to | 


of Mexico. 


show how greatly our trade with Mexico had de- 
clined before the war. 


an aggressive war. 


So that nocommercial ben- || 
efit was to be calculated on among the results of | 
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‘ 


as he was, he would stand up in opposition to the 
scheme. 

It is attempted to justify the war by the asser- 
tion that Mexico struck the first blow, or was 
preparing to strike it. He denied that there was 
any other demonstration than mere gasconade, 
which did not justify the President in marchine 
our troops against Mexico. . 

He referred to the date of the order to Genera] 
Taylor to march to the Rio Grande, and contended 


| that the second order, dated six months afterwards, 


| 


was nearly in the same words. The first was jn 
June, 1845; the second in January, 1846. The 


/movement on the part of the Mexicans was jp 


| July, 1845. Consequently the order of our Goy. 


ernment of June, 1845, was previous to any hos- 
tile act of the Mexicans. He read from Captain 
Henry’s book, to show the suspicions which ex- 
isted on the subject of the murder of Colonel Cross. 
and also to prove with whom rested the responsi- 
bility of shedding the first blood. 

Whose was the soil? The battles of Palo Alto, 
&e., were fought on soil which belonged to the 
State of Tamaulipas. The Senator from Mlinois 
{[Mr. Doveras] had referred to the union of Texas 


‘and Coahuila against Mexico; but that Senator, 


when he quoted the title acquired to these States 
as proof that we had a right to the soil of Taman- 
lipas, endeavored to show what was a non sequilur, 
Where is the evidence that this soil was conquered? 
Corpus Christi was not established until two vears 
after the battle of San Jacinto, nor any Texan 


| settlement made on the right bank of the Nueces, 


He , 


Texas had no military post at Corpus Christi. 
The post was established by Colonel McKinney 
himself, to keep off the Indians. It was stated, 
on the authority of Captain Henry, that the Mex- 
icans sent two hundred men to destroy the settle- 
ment of McKinney; when the latter, finding the 
post indefensible, employed a little Mexican gold 
to purchase his safety. He referred to a person 
named McLean, from his own district, who was 
at Corpus Christi, who stated that he had given 
the best horse he had to Ampudia. It was 
further stated that McKinney himself had taken 
the oath of allegiance to the Mexican Govern- 


| ment. 


Destiny—manifest || 


In the cases of elections by which the law was 
passed declaring the boundary of Texas, soldiers 
were allowed to vote. There was no mention of 
districts, or counties, or towns. The alcaldes took 
the votes where it was most convenient. 

Mr. RUSK gave a brief statement of the history 
of the revolution in Texas, for the purpose of 
showing that San Patricio was founded by the 
temporary government, and that there was a set- 
tlement west of the Nueces before the revolu- 
tion, which was founded by a person named 


| Power. 


What other objects are there which can justify 
' | country which was depopulated, and founded our 


the annexation of Mexico? 


To extend the area 
of freedom! 


Captain Henry has written a book 


to show that we must have the whole of North | 


and South America. He seems to think that it is 
our manifest destiny to spread the area of freedom 
over the entire continent. Man is an ambitious 
animal. He believes that he is capable of being 


first in everything in the affairs of the world. Buthe |, 


(Mr. U.) was of adifferent opinion. There was a 
limit beyond which human intellect could not pass. 


It was not in the order of Providence that one nation || 


| dued it, to bar an ejectment. 
| precedent. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD resumed. He did not un- 
derstand that the boundary line between Texas 
and Tamaulipas was changed by this settlement. 
He then went on to prove that we recognized a 


title on that recognition. We ought, in a war of 
conquest, to wait until time enough has elapsed 
for its possession in the hands of those who sub- 
It was a dangerous 
It would be dangerous to adopt the 
same course in Canada, or in the strip of Russian 
territory above 54° 40’. It would be proper for the 


|| people to decide whether these shall be made pre- 


should take into its hands the government of all | 


other nations. 
should need an interpreter to explain the laws our 


If we were to annex Mexico, we | 


new people would have to obey. Our judicial and | 


legislative system would not admit the accession 
of duties which would result from such an annexa- 
tion. 


our own territory, we find that labor is growing | 


very burdensome; and if these duties are not faith- 
fully performed, there may be danger of producing 
discontent among the people, and separation from 
the Union. 

He glanced at the religious aspect of the war, 
and enumerated the amount of religious institu- 
tions in the country—the number of theological 
institutions, seminaries, ministers, and communi- 
cants; the last item exceeding three millions. If 
all this class were to be turned into propagandists, 
and to march on a crusade, with fire and sword, 


cedents. 

‘* Indemnity for the past and security for the fu- 
ture,’’is now said to be the object of the prosecution 
of the war. Security for the future we cannot have. 
Streneth can get nothing from weakness. And in- 
demnity for the past, which the President says re- 
lates to claims which have been ‘long deferred, 


} ” > 
cannot be had. The phrase “long deferred’’ comes 
As we are extending our system even over. 


with a bad grace from the same pen which vetoed 
the bill relating to’ French spoliations. If we were 
to continue the war until we get indemnity for 


| the expenses of the war, and the payment of the 


claims of our citizens, the war will be intermin- 
able. 

He asked, what would be the expenses of 
war? He stated that the bounty lands woul 


|| amount to fourteen millions and a half, according 


| 


to an estimate made by the committee of which he 
wasa member. Add about six millions for the 
Mexican claims, and all the expenses of the arm 
and navy (without reckoning the amount whic 
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would be required if this bill should pass) would 
far exceed one hundred millions, Then there 
would be numberless Indian titles to be bought 
out, the expenses of governors and all the ma- 
chinery of the territorial governments, and regis- 
ters and receivers. We have already the first 
curse of Egypt upon us—the curse of blood. The 
cost of the war cannot be less than two hundred 
millions. And what would the indemnity in Cal- 
ifornia and New Mexico bring? Could you get as 
much, if there be any public domain for sale, as 
you would from the sale of our own rich lands ? 
He referred to the amounts which had been re- 
ceived in prosperous years at our public land sales, 
and asserted the impossibility of making as much 
out of the sale of lands in Mexico as would reim- 
purse the expenses of the war, or even the inter- 
est on them. 

He referred to a report from the General Land 
Ofice which had been received by the committee 
to which he belonged, which showed that even in 
our rich territory, the public lands had heretofore 
not indemnified our Government for the expenses 
incurred by them. If we had not been able to do | 
this at home, we are much less likely to do it in 
Mexico. 

The idea of making Mexico pay the expenses | 
of the war by military contributions on her trade, | 
he also treated as a mere delusion. There was 
nothing in the report of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury which furnished any data on which these 
calculations could be founded. The report was 
full of **ifs.’? If this took place, or if that oc- 
curred, then there would be some prospect that a 
little revenue might be obtained. He read from | 
the report of the Secretary to sustain the view 
he had thrown out on this point. He also quoted 
from General Scott’s statement of the amounts he | 
had assessed in the different States, according to 
which, if you get all into successful operation, the 
total revenue which can be gained would not ex- 
ceed four millions, supposing every dollar collected, 
and not a dollar lost. And this is to be collected 
by Mexican officers, who are required to fleece 
their own people: and, in failure to do this, their 
estates are to be confiscated, their bodies impri- | 
soned, &c. By what principle of public law could 
this procedure be justified? He thought it was an’ 
interpolation which could not bear the test. Should 


an enemy ever enter our country, would any Sena- | 


tor permit himself to be under a collector, to take 
money from our own citizens to put into the ene- 
my’s pocket? Before any such compensation as 
we ask for indemnity can be obtained, we shall have 
very greatly to increase the army. 

Mr. U. suggested as the proper course, that we 
should withdraw our troops taking such indem- 
nity as we can obtain. He remarked on the incon- 
sistent statements which had been put forth—in 
one moment, asserting that there is a revenue of 
four millions, and in the next, that Mexico has no 


revenue, and can pay nothing by way of contri- 
bution. 


_He would have no objection to take San Fran- | Mr. J. A. ROCKWELL moved that the House | 
cisco by way of indemnity to our citizens; but if || 


Mexico would agree to pay the money, he would | 


not take that harbor merely for the sake of hold- | 
ing territory, 
Is itexpected by Senators on the other side, that 
we are to keep an army in Mexico for the purpose 
of protecting the Puros? He thought such an idea 
preposterous. 
The only way, in his view, was to retrace our 
steps. And he was of opinion, that it was the 
duty of the two Houses tojoin in a resolution 
stating what ought to be asked for, and what would 
e deemed a satisfactory arrangement for the settle- 
ment of the difficulty. Mr. U. having concluded. 
On motion of Mr. TURNEY, 


The Senate adjourned. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. | 
Fripay, February 11, 1848. 
The Journal having been read— 
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he did not vote at all. 

The Journal was corrected accordingly. 

The SPEAKER announced that both the gen- 
tlemen composing the Committee on Enrolled Bills. 
were absent; and, if no objections were made, 
he would now supply their places on that com- 
mittee by appointing two others, as there were 
several enrolled bills which required examina- 
tion. 

No objection being made, the SPEAKER named 
Mr. Hovsrton, of Delaware, and Mr. Peck, as the 
Committee on Enrolled Bills. 

Senate bills of the following titles lying on the 
Speaker’s table were taken up, read a first and 
second time, and appropriately referred : 

An act to compensate John M. Moore. 

An act authorizing persons to whom reserva- 
tions of land have been made under certain Indian 
treaties to alienate the same in fee. 

An act for the relief of the legal representatives 
of George Fisher, deceased. 


| An act for the relief of William Marvin in con- | 


firming the title to a tract of land in Florida, grant- 
ed by the Spanish Government to Bernardo Segui 
| on the 20th December, 1815. 


the army for a limited time. 

A bill for the relief of Jones & Boker. 

A bill for the relief of Betsy McIntosh. 

The bill from the Senate to authorize the issuing 
| of a register or enrolment to the schooner Robert 
Henry was read three times, passed, and returned 
to the Senate. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 
| from the Secretary of War, transmitting, as re- 
| quired by the Ist section of the act of March 2, 
1803, an abstract of the returns of the militia of the 


/ and ammunition. 
the Militia. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the 
following message from the President of the Uni- 
ted States: 


To the House of Representatives of the United States: 


Referred to the Committee on 


resentatives of the 7th instant, I transmit herewith 
a report from the Secretary of State. 


ico, containing propositions from the Mexican au- 
| thorities or commissioners for a treaty of peace, 

except the ‘‘counter projet’”’ presented by the 
| Mexican commissioners to the commissioner of 
the United Siates on the 6th of September last, a | 
copy of which, with the documents accompany- | 
ing it, I communicated to the Senate of the United 
States on the 2d instant. A copy of my commu- 
' nication to the Senate, embracing this ‘ projet,”’ 
is herewith communicated. 


JAMES K. POLK. 
Wasuincton, February 10, 1848. 


THE PRIVATE CALENDAR. 


resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
private calendar. 

Mr. VINTON gave notice that if that motion 
did not prevail, he would move that the House go 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

The question being first stated upon the motion 
by Mr. Rockwe tt, the yeas and nays were de- 
manded and ordered; and, being taken, resulted— 
yeas 88, nays 79. 

So the 
the Whole, (Mr. Potrock, of Pennsylvania, in 
the chair,) and proceeded to the consideration of 


No communication has been received from Mex- | 


An act for the increase of the medical staff of 


several States, with their names, accoutrements, | 


In answer to the resolution of the House of Rep- | 


NGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


" 
the Journal would be so corrected as to show that || 


| port of our army. 


IN SENATE. 
Frivay, February 11, 1848. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
a message from the President of the United States, 
enclosing a reply to a resolution of the Senate, 
calling for information on the subject of duties and 
imposts levied on goods and merchandise of citi- 
zens of the United States transported to Mexico; 


which was ordered to be printed. The message is 
as follows: 


To the Senate of the United States : 

In answer to the resolution of the Senate of the 
Ist instant, requesting to be informed whether 
‘any taxes, duties, or imposts,”” have been * Inid 
and collected’’ “* upon goods and merchandise be- 
‘longing to citizens of the United States, exported 
‘by such citizens from the United States to Mex- 
‘iced; and if so, what is the rate of such duties, 
‘and what amount has been collected, and also by 
‘what authority of law the same have been laid 
‘and collected,’’ I refer the Senate to my annual 
message of the 7th of December last, in which I 
informed Congress that orders had been given to 
our military and naval commanders in Mexico to 
adopt the policy, as far as is practicable, of levying 
military contributions upon the enemy for the sup- 
As one of the modes adopted 
for levying such contributions, it was stated in that 
message that— 


On the thirty-first of March last, I caused an order to be 
issued to our military and naval commanders to levy and 


| collect a military contribution upon all vessels and mer- 
| chandise which might enter any of the ports of Mexico in 
| our military occupation, and to apply such contributions 


| towards defraying the expenses of the war. 


By virtue of 
the right of conquest, and the laws of war, the conqueror, 


| consulting hie own safety or convenience, may either ex- 
| clude foreign commerce altogether from all such ports, or 
| permit it upon such terms and conditions as he may pre- 


| seribe. 


Before the principal ports of Mexico were blockaded 
by our navy, the revenue derived from import duties, under 
the laws of Mexico, was paid into the Mexican treasury. 
After these ports had fallen into our military possession, the 


| blockade was raised, and commerce with them permitted 


| upon prescribed terms and conditions. 


ithe use of our army and navy. 


They were open to 
the trade of all nations, upon the payment of duties more 
moderate in their amount than those which had been pre- 
viously levied by Mexico; and the revenue, which was for- 
merly paid into the Mexican treasury, was directed to be 
collected by our military and naval officers, and applied to 
Care was taken that the 


| officers, soldiers, and sailors, of our army and navy should 


be exempted from the operations of the order; and as the 
merchandise imported upon which the order operated must 


|| be consumed by Mexican citizens, the contributions exacted 


| were, in effect, the seizure of the public revenues of Mexi- 


co, and the application of them to our own use. In direct- 
ing this measure, the object was to compel the enemy to 
contribute, as fur as practicable, towards the expenses of the 
war.” 

A copy of the order referred to, with the docu- 
ments accompanying it, has been communicated to 
Congress. 

The order operated upon the vessels and mer- 
chandise of all nations, whether belonging to citi- 


| zens of the United States or to foreigners arriving 


na 
Stones resolved itself into Committee of |! 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| the private calendar. 


| 


| Committee of Claims— 
| Mr. STARK WEATHER occupied an hour in | 
| a speech against the bill, moving that the enacting 


{ 
| clause be stricken out. 1 


After further debate by Mr. ROOT, in opposi- 


| 
} 


| 


| 
| 
| 


The bill for the relief of the heirs of John Paul. | 
Jones was taken up. The question being upon || 
agreeing to certain amendmeuts reported by the || 


| in any of the ports in Mexico in our military oc- 
| cupation. 


The contributions levied were a tax 
upon Mexican citizens, who were the consumers 
of the merchandise imported. But for the permit 
or license granted by the order, all vessels and 
merchandise belonging to citizens of the United 


| States were necessarily excluded from all com- 
| merce with Mexico from the commencement of 


the war. The coasts and poris of Mexico were 
ordered to be placed under blockade on the day 
Congress declared the war to exist; and by the 
laws of nations, the blockade applied to the ves- 
sels of the United States, as well as to the vessels 
of all other nations. Had no blockade been de- 
clared, or had any of our merchant vessels entered 
any of the ports of Mexico not blockaded, they 
would have been liable to be seized and condemned 
as lawful prize by the Mexican authorities. When 
the order was issued, it operated as a privilege to 
the vessels of the United Staies, as well as to those 
of foreign countries, to enter the ports held by our 
arms, upon prescribed terms and conditions. It 
was altogether optional with citizens of the United 
States and foreigners to avail themselves of the 
privilege granted, upon the terms prescribed. Citi- 
zens of the United States and foreigners have 


Mr. WICK rose and said, he perceived that, on 


' | tion to the bill, and Messrs HOLMES, of South 
the motion of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 


, | Carolina, and ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, in | 
Coss] to lay the motion to print the Quakers’ || support of the same, the committee rose and | 
Memorial on the table yesterday, he was recorded || reported progress. 

8s having voted in the negative; he was so record- | On motion, it was 

ed in both the morning papers. As he was not || Ordered, That when the House adjourn, it be to meet on 
Present when that vote was taken, and did not enter | Monday next. ; 

the House for three hours afterwards, he hoped | The House then adjourned. 


availed themselves of these privileges. No prin- 
ciple is better established than that a nation at war 
has the right of shifting the burden off itself, and 
imposing it upon the enemy, by exacting military 
contributions. The mode of mons such exac- 
tions must be left to the discretion of the conqueror, 
but it should be exercised in a manner conformable 
to the rules of civilized warfare. 
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The richt to levy these contributions is essential 
to the successful prosecution of war in an enemy’ 
country, and the practice of nations has been in 
accordance with this principle. It is as clearly 
necessary as the right to fight battles, and its ex- 
ercise is often essential to the subsistence of the 
army. 

Entertaining no doubt that the military right to 
exclude commerce altogether from the ports of the 
enemy in our military occupation, included the 
minor rieht of admitting ut under prescribed con- 
ditions, it became an important question, at the 
date of the order, whether there should be a dis- 
crimination between vessels and cargoes belonging 
to the citizens of the United States, and vessels 
and cargoes belonging to neutral nations. Had 
the vessels and cargoes belonging to citizens of the 
United States been admitted without the payment 
of any duty, while a duty was levied on foréign 
vessels and cargoes, the object of the order would 
have been defeated. The whole commerce would 
have beer conducted in American vessels. No 
contributions could have been collected, and the 
enemy would have been furnished with goods | 
without the exaction from him of any contribution | 
whatever; and would have been thus benefited by | 
our military occupation, instead of being made to 
feel the evils of the war. In order to levy these 
contributions, and to make them available for the 
support of the army, it became therefore abso- 
jutely necessary that they should be collected upon 
imports into Mexican ports, whether in vessels 
belonging to citizens of the United States or to 
foreigners 

It was deemed proper to extend the privilege 
to vessels and their cargoes belonging to neutral 
nations. It has been my policy, since the com- 
mencement of the war with Mexico, to act justly 
and liberally towards all neutral nations, and to 
afford to them no just cause of complaint; and we 
have seen the good consequences of this policy by 
the general satisfaction which it has given. 

In answer to the inquiry contained in the resolu- 
tion, as to the rates of duties imposed, I refer you 
to the documents which accompanied my annual 
message of the 7th of December last, which con- 
tain the information. 

From the accompanying reports of the Secretary 
of War and the Secretary of the Navy, it will be 
seen that the contributions have been collected on 
all vessels and cargoes, whether American or for- 
eign; but the returns to the departments do not | 
show with exactness the amounts collected on 


American, as distinguishable from foreign, vessels || 


and merchandise. JAMES K. POLK. 
Wasnineton, February 10, 1848. 
The VICE PRESIDENT also 4daid before the | 
Senate a report from the War Department of the 
Militia returns for the year 1847. 





MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 

Mr. BREESE presented resolutions from the 
Legislature of the State of Lilinois, in favor of an act 
to indemnify the citizens of that State who may 
have suffered by Indian depredations in the Black | 
Hawk war; which were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN presented a petition from 


Colonel Richard M. Johnson, praying compensa- | 


tion for buildings erected by him for the Choctaw 
academy; which was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Mr. WESTCOTT presented a petition from 
citizens of West Florida, asking that the public 
lands may be divided and disposed of to citizens of 
the United States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MILLER presented a petition from Heze- 
kiah L. Thistle, setting forth alleged injustice on 
the part of the Commissioner of the Patent Office, 


in relation to a patent; which was referred to the 
Committee on Patents. 


Mr. CLAYTON presented a petition from Mid- | 


shipman Rogers, asking remuneration for losses in 


money and sufferings during a captivity in Mexico, 
while making his escape, &c. 


Mr. CLAYTON said: I have the honor to pre- | 


sent the memorial of Passed Midshipman Rogers, 
asking compensation for losses and injuries re- 
ceived in the service of his country. His memo- 
rial is couched in terms as modest and unassuming 
as they are respectful to Congress, and glances at 
the leading incidents of an eventful story of daring 
enterprise and heroic fortitude, in captivity and 
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parallel in the annals of the war. I shall ask of 
the Senate that this memorial be printed, in order 
that he may have the full benefit of his own state- 
ment; and | now propose to make a few remarks 
im relation to the claim which he presents, for the 
purpose of drawing the attention of the chairman 
of the Committee on Military Affairs, and the 
members of it, to the facts of the case, because I 
suppose that is the committee to whom the memo- 
rial may most appropriately be referred. This 
young officer was one of the daring few who, in 
the month of November, 1846, were distineuished 
for cutting out and destroying the Mexican barque 
** Creole,’’ then moored under the guns and fasten- 
ed to the walls of the fortress of San Juan de Ulua. 
Subsequently to the destruction of that vessel, the 
naval commander under whom Mr. Rogers served, 
was desirous that a reconnoissance should be made 
of the localities in the vicinity of Vera Cruz, as 
well for the purpose of aiding a land attack as of 
destroying the enemy’s depot of ammunition, and 
this young sailor volunteered with a few others— 
a small boat’s crew—to perform this dangerous 
service. On three successive nights this small 
per penetrated the dense chaparral in the neigh- 
sorhood of the city of Vera Cruz, made a complete 
reconnoissance of all the objects of importance 
which they were sent to examine, and afterwards 
reported complete drawings of the localities around 
the city, which were held by General Worth to 
be of great value, as he occupied, in the invest- 
ment of the city, the particular spot which was the 
subject of this investigation. It was during this 
reconnoissance, on the last night of it, that Mr. 
Rogers was captured by a band of Mexican guards; 
and his capture was undoubtedly owing to his own 
generous impulse in saving a brother officer. On 


that occasion he narrowly escaped death at the | 


moment of his capture, in consequence of the ex- 
asperated feelings of the Mexicans consequent on 
the destruction of the ** Creole.”” He was carried 
that night to prison in Vera Cruz, where he re- 
mained four days and nights without sustenance, 
in a cell swarming with vermin, and where the 
only intelligence that reached him was, that he had 
been condemned to death as a spy. by a civil 
tribunal, the sole evidence offered before it being 
to the effect, that he was the leader of the party en- 
gaged in cutting out and destroying the ** Creole.” 
He then remained in constant expectation of death 


| for many weeks; and when, as he thought, his | 


death-summons was goming, his only answer to it 
was the request, that he might avoid the Mexican 
mode of killing a man behind his back, and meet 
death as an American, who could look it in the 
face. He remained in that state of suspense for a 


long period, his imprisonment at Vera Cruz last- | 


ing for three months. For some reason, the bloody 
sentence which had been recorded against him was 
never executed, and a military commission was 
ordered to sit upon his case. When General Scott 
was advancing to invest Vera Cruz, Mr. Rogers 


was marched on foot from that city to Perote, and || 


confined in the noxious cells of that fortress, As 
the American army advanced into Mexico, he was 
again removed, and conveyed to Puebla. 
property had been lost in the wreck of the Somers; 
and that which was conferred upon him by the 
hand of friendship or charity, was taken from him 
by the robbers; whilst his life was at the same 


time in constant peril from the excited state of pub- 
lic feeling against ourcountrymen. Ata short dis- 


tance from Puebla the incensed rabble stoned him, 
and on that occasion, also, he narrowly escaped 


death. Owing to this excited state of public feel- 


ing, his guard was compelled to remain with him 


within a league of Puebla till midnight, lest he 
should be torn to pieces by the exasperated popu- 
When taken to Puebla, in so 
ril was he, that the foreign residents of that 

State interceded in his behalf, and obtained an or- 
_ der for his removal to the city of Mexico. In rags 


lace in the city, 
great 


and wretchedness he was marched to the capital, 


where he remained a prisoner, until intelligence of 


, the battle of Cerro Gordo arrived, when General 
Santa Anna, the hero of the Alamo, ordered his 
victim to be conveyed stil! further into the interior. 


Knowing that death would be the consequence of 


thatremoval, he made a successful effort to escape. 
Always in infinite peril, he made his way in Mexi- 
can disguise, being often subjected to examination 
from bands of guerrillas and Mexican guards, until 
he reached the plains which led him to Puebla, 


All his |) 


ee —_— 


- 
Feb. 11, 
| torious army, to advance upon the city of Mexico 
| From his knowledge of the localities in the neigh\or. 
| hood of Mexico, and the numbers and condition o¢ 
the Mexican forces, Mr. Rogers was now enable. 
| to give valuable information to the commander-iy. 
| chief; and his character for courage and inte}|\- 
gence being well known, he was employed as q 
| volunteer aid-de-eamp by General Pillow, and jy 
all the bloody actions which succeeded he was dis. 
tinguished as amongst the bravest of the braye. 
The despatches of the commanding general, whose 
aid he was, fully attest his character for skill ang 
gallantry, and recommend him in the stronves; 
terms to the notice of the commander-in-chief, be- 
stowing upon him as high eulogiums as on any 
other officer of his division. Engaged in all the 
other actions in the field, Mr. Rogers was particy- 
larly distinguished for his conduct, as his brother 
officers relate, in the storming of Chapultepec, 
| where he was one of the seven who first mounted 
the walls of that fortress, and planted the standard 
_of his country over ‘the halls of the Montezu- 
| mas.” The sailor has now returned from the 
wars, but no brevet commission awaits him, be- 
cause the deck was not the field of his fame. He 
has earned his laurels upon the land; but although 
| promotion may not attend him for the service 
which he performed upon land, his claims for jus- 
| tice are strengthened by this service; and the only 
object which I have in view on this occasion is, to 
commend his claims for sheer justice to the con- 
sideration of the Committee on Military Affairs, 
| I think that a stronger case could scarcely be pre- 
sented for the consideration of an American Con- 
gress. Ido not undertake to point out the mode 
or measure of redress which the case demands. | 
| leave that to the ability, the patriotism, the benevo- 
| lence of the gentlemen of the Military Committee. 
|| We all unite in commendation of those of our 
| countrymen who have been distinguished in this 
war. We are accustomed to rejoice over the 
achievements of our countrymen in Mexico, with- 
| out reference to party distinctions. When the 
gallant dead are brought from Mexico to their 
home, We follow the hearse, ‘‘ the war-horse and 
|| the muffled drum,” and unite in signifying to the 
| world that the whole nation sorrows for the fallen. 
| dT hope that the same feeling which is so success- 
| fully invoked in behalf of the memory of the gal- 
| lant dead may be manifested to the living, and that 
when the pensioner shall return from Mexico—the 
|| crippled and war-worn soldier—claiming his dues, 
| we shall be ready to award to them just compen- 
|| sation for the services which they have rendered 
|| to their country. I hope it may never be said of 
‘| us— 
«‘ How proud they can press to the funeral array 
Of him whom they shunned in his sicKness and sorrow ; 


And bailiffs may seize his last blanket to-day, 
Whose pall shall be borne up by statesmen to-morrow !” 


I move that the memorial be printed, and refer- 
red to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
The reference to the committee was then unani- 
| mously ordered. 
| Mr.HALE. The other day, a memorial was 
resented by the honorable Senator from Ohio 
|| [Mr. Corwin] in favor of peace, and the Senate, 
‘| as I understand, on the score of economy, refused 
to allow it to be printed. On a subsequent day, 
| the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Davis] pre- 
| sented a memorial coming from the large and highly 
respectable body of Friends in the New England 
| States, very brief and respectful, praying that 
| measures might be taken to bring about a penny 
|| peace. It was also refused to print that memorial, 
on the ground of expense. I hope that the same 
‘rule will be applied to those memorials which ask 
for action in favor of war, or of those who have 
performed what are styled meritorious services 10 
war. I hope that we will show some uniformity 
of action in regard to this matter; so that if those 
memorials asking for action which seems to imply 
approbation of the principles avowed in them in 
favor of the war, be printed, the Senate will not 
refuse the same measure of justice to memorials 
which come not from private individuals, but large 
bodies of Christians, asking the Government to do 
something towards the restoration of peace. For 
this reason, I ask for the yeas and nays on the 
question of printing this memorial. 
| Mr. TURNEY. I think it is necessary to take 
_in this instance the course which has been hereto- 
| fore adopted in similar cases. I move a reference 


distress, to which there can searcely be found a /\ where General Scott was preparing, with his vic- |! to the Committee on Printing. 


184 


‘The 


Comm 


Mr. 
resolu 
the re 
from 
tended 
to mal 
discus 
was V 
pate, 
to per 
before 

Att 
him, | 
this ti 
but he 
iege 0 

On 


Reso 
structe 
priauo 
Landi 


Mr 
Claim 
of tes 
jate V 

Mr 
Judic 
tain 
gover 
up 0 
time. 

Mi 
at an 
on th 

M 
Affai 
well, 

M 
with 
Hou 
Gent 
his ¢ 
lor, | 

Or 
proc 
mitt 
a thi 
pass 

M 
pass 
fer t 
grou 
reso 
exc 
ina 
ever 
fo re 
luti¢ 
any 
thar 
hav. 
inv 
this 
as | 
alre 
{d 
cou 
Let 
ceec 
ish 
offic 
vice 
uy 
ene 
that 
mat 
of 1 
ton. 
rent 
int 
of t 
wal 
had 
Vict 
at ( 


pose 
Lor 
cau 
of tl 
fatal 
it, h 





1848. 





The motion to print was then referred to the 
Committee on Prinung. 


Mr. YULEE expressed a wish to take up the 
resolutions submitted by him as a substitute for 
the resolutions laid on the table by the Senator 
from New York (Mr. Dickinson.) He had in- 
tended to postpone the remarks which he proposed 
to make on these resolutions until the close of the | 
discussion on the ten-regiment bill; but as there 
was no time fixed for the termination of that de- 
bate, he would ask the indulgence of the Senate 
to permit him to give his views on the subject now, 
before the expiration of the morning hour. 

After some conference with the Senators round | 
him, Mr. Y. said he would forego his intention at 
this time, as the morning hour had nearly expired; 
but he hoped the Senate would allow him the privi- | 
iege on Monday morning. 


On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, 


structed to inquire into the expediency of making an appro- 
priation for the construction of fortifications at Proctor’s |) 
Landing, on Lake Borgne, in the State of Louisiana. i 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. WESTCOTT, from the Committee on || 
Claims, reported a bill providing for the obtaining || 
of testimony in relation to claims for losses in the | 
tate war in Florida; which was read a first time. | 

Mr. DAYTON, from the Committee on the | 
Judiciary, reported a bill for giving effect to cer- || 
tain treaty stipulations between this and foreign | 
governments, for the apprehension and delivering | 
up of certain offenders; which was read a first 
time. 

Mr. DAYTON then gave notice that he should, 
at an early day, ask for the action of the Senate 
on this bill. 

Mr. CASS, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of John Cald- | 


well. 


Mr. CASS, from the same committee, reported, 


| 
| 
without amendment, the joint resolutions from the || 
| 
} 


House, giving the thanks of the country to Major | 
General Scott, and the officers of the army under | 


his command; and, also, to Major General Tay- | 


lor, and the officers serving under his command. 


On motion of Mr. CRITTENDEN, the Senate | 


mittee of the Whole, and they were reported for | 
a third reading; and the question being on their 
assage— 

Mr. HALE said, I have no disposition to tres- | 
pass on the attention of the Senate, but I cannot suf- 
fer the question to be taken without expressing the 
grounds of my opposition to the passage of this 
resolution. In doing so I have no object in view | 
except to manifest consistent opposition to the war 
in all its phases—in all its aspects—and in what- 
ever way it can be presented. I feel constrained 
to record my vote against the passage of this reso- 
lution, because I cannot, by any possibility, by 
any sophistry, separate in my mind a vote of | 
thanks to those officers for the agency which they | 
have had in the war, from an approval of the war 
in which they are engaged. I do not propose, at 
this time, to repeat to the Senate my convictions 
as to the character of this war, because I have 
already sufficiently expressed those convictions. 
{ desire only to vindicate the propriety of the | 
course which I propose to take upon this occasion. | 
Let me invite the attention of the Senate to a pro- 
ceeding parallel to this which occurred in the Brit- 
ish Parliament, on a proposition to thank the 
oficers engaged in the American war for the ser- 
vices which they had rendered to the mother coun- | 
wy against the people of the colonies. By refer- | 
ence to the * British Annual Register,”’ we find, | 
that on the 27th of November, 1781, a motion was | 
made in the House of Commons that the thanks | 
of the House should be given to Sir Henry Clin- | 
ton, Knight of the Bath, for the important services | 
rendered by him and troops under his command, | 
in the reduction of Charleston; and that the thanks 

of that House should also be given to Earl Corn- | 
Wallis, for the signal and meritorious services he 

had done to his country, by the most glorious | 
Victory obtained by him over the American rebels | 
at Camden: 


“Mr. Wilkes declared, that he thought it his duty to. op- 
pose the motion, as originally introduced, respecting only | 
«ord Cornwallis, and all the subsequent amendments, be- 
calise, in his idea, every part of it conveyed an approbation 
of the American war—a war unfounded in principle, and 
fatal in its consequences to this country. He had condemned 
‘t, he said, at the beginning, and h 
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Progress in every stage, both in and out of Parliament. The 
eminent and very important services to his Majesty and this 


country, mentioned in the motion, he entirely disapproved, | 
and consequently should withhold his thanks and gratitude, | 


where he did not think them wanted, in a war of glaring 
injustive and wretched policy.” 


On this motion, Mr. Fox addressed the House; 


and I beg to read a short extract from the report 
of the debate: 


“ He allowed the merits of the officers now in question, 
but he made a distinction between thanks and praise. 
might admire their valor, bu: he could not separate the in- 
tention from the action; they were united in his mind; 


| there they formed one whole; and he would not attempt to 


| divide them. 











He would not vote the thanks of the House 


to any admiral, while the navy of England was in such bad 
hands.” 


It seems to me that that is the only consistent 
course of acuon for those who disapprove of this 


|| war, in all its stages and aspects, and in every pos- 
|| sible way in which it can be presented. 
Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affuirs be in- i| 


I hold 
that that is the only consistent ground for those 


who maintain that this war has been wrong in its 


beginning, wrong in its prosecution, wrong in the | 


objects to which it looks, and wrong in the means 
by which it is hoped to attain those objects. En- 
tertaining such a view of duty on this occasion, | 
cannot give thanks to moybedy for any agency in 
this war, except such agency as tends to bring it 
to an immediate termination. Any judicious ef- 
forts, here or elsewhere, to bring this war to a 
close—to a speedy and honorable close—will com- 
mand my earnest and most cordial thanks; but I 


| have no thanks to offer those who have been em- 


ployed in the prosecution of a war which I believe 
to be thus unjust from its commencement. Nor 
can I accede to another proposition which I have 
heard maintained with a good deal of energy here 
and elsewhere—that an officer of the army or navy 
has no discretion—that he is a mere machine of 
the Administration—that it is to say, ‘* go,” and he 


| goeth, **come,”’ and he cometh, without attaching 
to himself any share of moral responsibility for 


the character of the transaction in which he is en- 
gaged. I do not believe in any such doctrine. I 
do not believe that officers of the army or navy are 
such machines, and that by receiving commissions 
in either service they divest themselves of all re- 


| sponsibility for the character of the transactions in 
proceeded to consider these resolutions as in Com- | 


which they may be engaged in pursuance of the 
orders which they receive. There is one bright 


|| page in the history of the English army, which I 


think might, with great propriety, be commended 
to the thoughtful consideration of every gentleman 
who thus represents the officers of the army as irre- 
sponsible machines. It is found in the history of 
the Earl of Effingham, a distinguished officer of 
the British army, and a member of the House of 
Peers. He was the colonel of a regiment in the 
British service, when he received orders to join 
the army, about to embark for America, and fight 
the rebels at Charleston and Camden. His con- 
duct on that occasion was worthy of all commend- 
ation; and would to God that we had had some one 
who, inheriting a portion of his spirit when the 
order of this Administration was issued, directing 
the advance of the troops to the Rio Grande, 
would have followed so illustrious an example! 
The story is briefly told in the ‘Annual Register”’ 
for the year 1776, and with the indulgence of the 
Senate | will read it: 


“'The Eari of Effingham, whose military genius had led 
him, when a youth, into the army, and had since prompted 
him to ripen theory into experience wherever real service 
was to be found, by acting as a volunteer in the war between 
the Russians and Turks, had, since his return, as a peer in 
Parliament, uniformly opposed the whole system of meas- 
ures pursued against the Americans, and finding, at length, 
that the regiment in which he served was intended for the 
American service, thought it inconsistent with his charac- 
ter, and unbecoming of his dignity, to enforce measures with 
his sword, which he bad sa utterly condemned in his legisla- 
tivecapacity. He accordingly wrote a letter of resignation to 
the Secretary at War, in which, having declared the cheer- 
fuluess with which he would sacrifice life and fortune in 
support of the safety, honor, and dignity, of his Majesty’s 
crown and person, he observed, that the same principles 
which had inspired him with these unalterable sentiments 
of duty and affection to the King, would not suffer him to be 
instrumental in depriving any part of his people of those lib- 
erties which form the best security for their fidelity and 
obedience to his Government. He expressed the deepest 
regret and greatest mortification at being obliged to quit a 
profession which had been that of his ancestors for man 
ages, to the study and practice of which from childhood his 
past life had been applied, and his future intentionally dedi- 
cated; and that as he waived the advantage which the cus- 
tom of the service entitled him to, the right of selling what 
he had bought, he intreated, that he might be allowed to 
retain his rank in the army, that whenever the envy or 
ambition of foreign powers should require it, he might be 


regularly opposed its |! enabled to serve his Majesty and his country in that way in 
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which, of all others, he thought himself best calculated to 
do it with effect.” 

That was the course taken by that distinguished 
officer of the British army when he received orders 
from the Crown toembark on a service which did 
not commend itself to his moral sentiments. If 
there could have been found within the ranks of the 
American army, an officer entertaining such ex- 
alted ideas of duty and dignity as that—who did 
not merge the man in the officer, and who could 
have told the Administration that he respected his 
own convictions of truth and duty, and could not 
yield obedience to an arbitrary mandate, I would 
have thanked him, and thanked God that he had 
| given us such a man. ButI can record no vote 
of thanks to any of the officers of this army, hav- 
ing been engaged in a contest which every feeling 
of my heart, and every dictate of my judgment 
condemns. The resolution speaks of glory. That 
glory I look upon as our shame! We have won 
no glory in this war which I desire to share, for 
it has been acquired in a cause which I believe has 
| not been sustained by justice, and there can be no 
glory without justice. There can be glitter and 
there can be glare, but no glory separate from truth, 
righteousness, and justice; and believing that the 
| whole of this transaction, from beginning to end, 
| instead of adding anything to our national glory, 
has detracted from it—that instead of clothing our 
national character with just renown, it has ren- 
dered our name a shame and a reproach to the 
friends of free principles wherever the history of 
our doings in Mexico are known—I must, as one 
humble individual, withhold now and forever any 
vote of thanks or approbation to those who have 
been instrumental in carrying on that war. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I differ very much on 
this subject from the gentleman who has just taken 
his seat; and the remarks which he has made give 
me an opportunity of placing myself right before 
the Senate and elsewhere. I believe, as he does, 
that this war was improperly and unconstitution- 
ally commenced. But does it follow, because I 
entertain that opinion, that the officers and soldiers 
| engaged under the direction of the Government 
| are not entitled to the thanks of the country for 
the performance of their duty? Upon what ground 
has the gentleman before me placed it? He gave 
an instance of an English officer, who, sooner than 
draw the sword in execution of the orders of his 
Government, resigned his post. Does that apply 
to the soldiers who enlist during the war, or for 
five years? Cantheyresign? No. Their hands 


|| are tied. ‘They are compelled to obey the orders 


| of their officers; and would the gentleman erect a 
different standard of honor for the soldier in the 
ranks and the officer who commands? The British 
officer to whom he alluded might have had an es- 
tate to which to retire; the circumstances in which 
he was placed may have enabled him to take the 
| course which he did; but not so in regard to the 





| officers of ourarmy. I ask, then, if the position of 
| the gentleman involves anything more than this: 
| that the officers and soldiers of the army are to 
| obey orders according as they may conceive them 
| to comport with moral principles or not? If that 
| is to be the rule, what is to be the condition of the 
| government of the army? It amounts to a disso- 
| lution of that government at once. My position 
| as a legislatcr is one thing. I act upon oe le; 
I attempt to give such a direction to public affairs 
as, in my judgment, right principle demands. But 
as a citizen, | am bound to yield obedience to the 
law. After the legislature has acted, it is the duty 
of the citizen to comply with the legislative pre- 
scriptions. I have always repudiated the idea of 
an inferior tribunal, executive or legislative, setting 
itself up to expound the law, and act just as it 
understands the requirements of the case, as being 
| entirely opposed to republican principles, and the 
good order of scciety. I think, that if this Legis- 
lature should express its determination to conquer 
the whole of Mexico, the citizens would be bound 
to submit. Asa legislator, 1 would feel it to be 
my duty to oppose to the very utmost such a 
determination. But if it were once so decided, 
constitutionally or unconstitutionally, there would 
then be nothing left but submission. It would be 
my duty to submit in that case. How is it with 
the army? The army is bound to, execute the 
orders of the Government; and if it execute them 
in the gallant style which has characterized the 
operations of our troops im Mexico, it is entitled 
to the thanks of every man whose heart beats with 
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worthy impulses. It has been remarked here, and 
I think with great truth and propriety, that the 
honor which the army has won has given strength 
to the country, and that that is perhaps the only 
thing which we have gained by this war; and that, 
but for the acquisition of honor by the army, the 
whole war, from the beginning to the end, instead 
of being matter of exultation, would have been 
the subject of lasting lamentation. I therefore 
think it to be my duty to vote cheerfully for this 
resolution, and toaccord to the officers and soldiers 
of the army my thanks for the manner in which 
they have performed their duty. The war has 
not been their act; they are the mere agents of the 
Executive in carrying on the war. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am somewhat astonished atthe 
views taken by the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire. Yet, perhaps I ought not to be astonished 
this morning at the views which he has expressed, 
when I refer to the peculiar opinions which he in- 
troduced on another subject a few days since. We 
are;now making materials for history; and the 
gentleman from New Hampshire has maintained 
that, instead of returning our thanks to the officers 
and men for their good conduct, gallantry and skill 
in the operations of this war, not under the orders 
of the President, but under the national flag, they 
should be regarded by us as deserving the lasting 
reproach of history. Where does the gentleman 
learn his lessons upon subjects of this kind?) Am 
I, here in the Senate of the United States, to be 


told that those who have fallen in consequence of 


yielding obedience to the dictates of patriotism are 
to have reproach and infamy cast upon their graves? 
Am I to be told that those who have obeyed, per- 
haps reluctantly obeyed, the orders of the com- 
mander-in-chief in embarking in this war, are not 
entitled to our thanks for maintaining the honor, 
the historical reputation of this country abroad? 
And yet, such are the sentiments of the gentle- 
man from New Hampshire. I solemnly believe 
that General Taylor, more, perhaps, than any 
other single individual in this country, is entitled 
to our thanks for saving the lives not only of his 
own troops, but the lives of those sent on this ex- 
pedition. Every battle that was fought, it seems 
to me, resulted almost in a miraculous escape 
from the overwhelming disaster which seemed to 
be impending over our army. If he had failed at 
Buena Vista, it is almost certain that the troops 
under command of General Scott would have been 
destroyed by the Mexican hosts which surrounded 
them; and [| yet am told that those who saved the 
lives of our troops—who went forth under our 
national flag, are, by the solemn judgment of the 
Senate, to be condemned, because, when ordered to 
pass into the enemy’s country, with craven indif- 
ference to honor—in traitorous violation of their 
duty—they did not retire and give up their com- 
missions! Yes, the gentleman would have had 
those officers to resign in the face of the enemy. I 
believe his doctrine goes so far, and that it would 
be consistent with his notions, that the officers and 
men should receive pay whilst they are guarding 
garrisons, but retire the moment that the order to 
encounter the perils of war was issued. Accord- 
ing to his idea, ~~ are to be judges of the justice 
and propriety of the war. I do not know, how- 
ever, that the ideas which the gentleman has just 
now expressed, are at all different from some which 
I heard the other day, and to which I shall now 
take the opportunity to advert. The very first 
remark which I heard from that gentleman in this 


J 


Senate House was to maintain that whilst science | 
in adventurous experiment was soaring to heaven, | 


and making discoveries in the bowels of the earth, 
refuting the Mosaic cosmogony, he was not allow- 
ed to present memorials on your table for the sui- 
cide of this Confederacy. Such was the doctrine 
then maintained by the gentleman: that he was for- 
bidden to present on your table memorials and pe- 
titions which, if they had been acted upon, would 
have resulted in the immediate, infamous, suicide 
of this Confederacy. What did the gentleman then 


maintain? Nothing atall different from that which | 
he now asserts: that one portion of this Confede- | 


racy should have the liberty of presenting memo- 


rials of that kind, to alter the Constitution, so that | 


one portion of the Confederacy should be deprived 
of those guarantees under which it entered the 
Union. I recollect one of the remarks made by 
Sagnetens on that occasion, and I hope he will 
pardon me for quoting his classic language. He 
said that he had learned in Yankee school-books 


) with that institution of the South. 
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not only to spell words, but to understand their | 


meaning. I believe he said that so far as regards 
one portion of the Confederacy—at least that was 
the tendency of his remarks—it should be put 
under ban of the condemnation of the other; 
and that it was correct in a representative of the 
Federal Government--I mean the Secretary of 


State—to protest against the interference of British | 


power, so far as it affected only that portion of the 
Confederacy. Let me ask him, suppose the prop- 
osition had been made to introduce slaves into 
New Hampshire to the exclusion of others, and 
to settle the Maine boundary with a view todo so, 


would he or would he not have invoked the Fed- | 


eral powers to protect that portion of the Confed- 
= But perhaps, sir, 1 am now going beyond 
the legitimate limits of the present question. I 
protest against this attempt to cast contumely 
and —_— upon the officers and soldiers who 
have obeyed the orders of this Government, and 
who deserve the lasting approbation of the coun- 
try. 


for taking up the special order has already passed, 


Mr. CASS. As it appears to be probable that | 
this discussion may be prolonged, and the hour || 





occasion, however, I may advert to this matter 
and was betrayed into it now, from the cireum. 
stance that the gentleman on ail subjects of this 
kind stands very much alone. 3 
Mr. HALE. I am quite willing to « Stand 
alone,” provided I stand on my convictions, | 
mean, sir, to vote as [ talk. I do not come here 
to make a speech denouncing. this war as unjust 
_and unconstitutional, and then stultify myself } 
voting men and money to the President, to carry it 
on. My speeches and my votes shall be, at’ a) 
events, consistent with each other. While I think 
as I do, I shall vote as 1 speak. I do not know 
but I may be alone in that; but whether it be so 0; 
not, I shall so act, and leave it to be said whether 
it isa reproach to me or others, that I am thus 
alone. Permit me to say to that honorable Sena. 
tor in all kindness, and with no disposition to be 


|| offensive, that he entirely mistakes and misappre- 


I move that the resolution be passed by informally. | 


Severat Senators. Oh! no. 
upon now. 

Mr. CALHOUN, (in his seat.) Let it be passed 
over informally. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from Michigan withdraw his motion ? 

Mr. CASS. 
think I must adhere to it. 

Mr. HALE. 
personal to myself. 

Mr. CASS. If the Senator desires to make a 


Let it be acted | 


I believe not, Mr. President. I ' 


I desire only to say a few words | 


personal explanation, certainly I have no objection 


to withdrawing the motion. 


Mr. HALE. The honorable Senator from South | 


Carolina says that I have undertaken to cast oblo- 
quy upon the officers of the American army. I 
certainly have said no such thing—I have intended 
no such thing. I said that the officers engaged in 
this war could never have my thanks. 
thank them for anything they had done, because it 
was impossible, in my mind, to separate the actors 
in the war from the war itself. Then, simply with 


I could not | 


the view of showing that I was not without prece- | 


dent in my course, | referred toa fact in history, 
drawing no inferences whatever from it. 


The || 


severe philippic which the honorable Senator has | 
thought on to pronounce upon the precedent | 


which I 


ave cited, must be directed against the || 
honored statesmen who stood up in the Parliament || 


of Great Britain, and maintained the cause of the | 


American colonies—the cause of human liberty and 
human rights, against the arms of that power which 
was then endeavoring to crush the spirit of free- 
dom, bursting into life in these colonies. I have 


not undertaken to mark out for a single individual | 


the course he is to pursue on this floor in reference 


to this subject; nor dol ask any-to follow that | 


course which I myself adopt. But so long as I 


| have the honor of occupying a place here, I must 


follow my convictions, let them lead me where 
they will. When 1 cannot follow my convictions, 
I will not come here. The honorable Senator has 
referred to some remarks which | made the other 
day, upon the occasion of presenting a memorial 
in reference to the subject to which he alluded. I 
think that the Senator undertook to characterize that 
memorial, and the course which | adopted on that 
occasion, in terms, which to say the least, if he had 
known all the facts, he would not have employed. 
What was the character of that memorial? Did it 
ask the Senate to transcend any of its acknowledg- 
ed powers? No. It was a memorial drawn up 
by a society of professing Christians, who eschew 
the doctrine of the justifiable employment of phys- 
ical force, and simply asked that the American 
Government would use all the powers vested in 
them by the Constitution, for the removal of that 
which they deemed to be an evil. The memori- 
alists aa not be heard. Their petition could 
not be recefved by an American Senate. 

Mr. BUPLER. I did not exactly allude to that 
part of it, and perhaps, indeed, I should ask par- 
don of the Senate for referring at all to what was 


| not altogether germane to the immediate subject 


before it; but, if I recollect right, there was a me- 
morial or paper of some kind asking an altera- 
tion of the Comalsations to enable them to interfere 
On another 


hends the character of that portion of the Ameri. 
| can people whom I am supposed to represent on 
this subject. Once for all, let me say, that we de. 
sire no interference with, nor disturbance of, the 
existing institutions of the States. If the instity- 
tion of which you speak be a blessing, bless your. 
selves with it; if it be a curse, stagger under it as 
ou may; let us remain free from it—let us alone, 
t is all that we desire—all that we ask. And per- 
mit me to say that our efforts will not cease, our 
exertions will not weary until we have done what 
we can to relieve ourselves of any share of re- 
proach or responsibility in respect to what we 
regard as a great and crying evil. We do notpre- 
tend to interfere with it, then, but we say, ** keep 
it to yourselves !’? Do not come here and ask us 
to tax people to the last point of endurance, to 
carry on an aggressive war for its prosecution, sus- 
tenance, and maintenance. Do not desire to go 
into our States, interfering with us there, and in 
claiming to preserve your institutions, disfranchise 
'us. We hear a great deal about the far-famed 
compromises of the Constitution; but go into the 
State of New Hampshire, before a justice of the 
| peace, with the certificate of any one claiming me 
as his slave, and you may drag me from the em- 
braces of my family and all that I hold dear. The 
| habeas corpus and trial by jury are in a moment 
trampled in the dust, and slavery rides omnipotent 
over all the guarantees of the Constitution! It is 
from this that we ask to be relieved. We make 
no warupon you. That is all that we attempt, 
and so far as we are enabled to do so, we shall con- 
tinue the attempt to maintain the integrity of our 
own constitution and our own institutions against 
these encroachments. Beyond that, we have no 
desire to go. Beyond that, we have never gone. 
| The Senator, then, entirely misunderstood the 
purport of the efforts made by me, if he gave 
them any other character. A single word in re- 
gard to the matter immediately before the Senate, 
and Lhavedone. I think I cannot have been mis- 
understood when I said, that I did not characterize 
the acts of the officers of the army. I have spoken 
of the war in which they are engaged. I believe 
it to be unjust; and what would we have thought 
| of the sincerity of the patriots in the British Par- 
liament—of Chatham, for instance, whose manly 
eloquence was exerted in denouncing the aggres- 
sions upon the liberties of the colonies, if he had 
united in the vote of thanks to Cornwallis and 
Clinton? That is all that I have maintained. | 
believe this war to be unjust, and, therefore, | 
cannot vote for the thanks of Congress to be given 
to any one who has had any agency in the prose- 
cution of that war. 


On motion of Mr. ALLEN, the subject was 
passed over informally. 


THE TEN-REGIMENT BILL. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill 
to raise, for a limited time, an additional military 
force. 

Mr. TURNEY said, if he entertained those views 
of the unconstitutionality of the war which Sena- 
tors on the other side had expressed, he would vote 
against every measure for its prosecution. If the 
| war was just, all agree this bill should —_ If it 

was unjust, it ought not to pass. The points 
which had been urged on the other side in opposi- 
tion to the justice of the war were never heard of 
until this bill was brought before the Senate. He 
adverted to the movements of the army, early in 
| the war, to show that the necessity for the passag® 
‘of the bill granting the first supplies to the Presi- 
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dent was grounded on the perilous situation of || 


General Taylor and his troops. 

He believed that the war would have long since 
heen brought toa close but for the divisions at home. 
He asked, what kind of a treaty of peace Senators, 
who thought the war unconstitutional and unjust, 
could make with Mexico? He saw that the differ- 
ences of opinion were strictly coincident with the 
party lines. | 

yrty conflicts on the enemy, who is led to reflect 
on the consequence of this disunion among our 
own citizens, weakening our energies and distract- 


ing our efforts, and to hope that a change of our | 
counsels would open the way to a peaceful termi- |, 


nation of the war. 

He said that he concurred with his colleague in 
the opinion that the people of Tennessee are dis- 
josed to sustain the war; but he thought that his 
colleague, by voting against the bill, would not 
represent the opinions of the people. He adverted 


to the various points which had been urged on the 
other side, and stated that they had failed to change | 


the convictions of his mind. 

He complained that Senators on the other side 
built up issues for themselves, and then went on 
to reason from them. 
overthrown, but he could not take up the time of 
the Senate with them. 

Annexation, which has been charged as the 
cause of the war, was the act of the Tyler admin- 
istration. The Senator from Maryland, [Mr. 
Jounson,] in his unanswerable argument, asked 
why the President had not recalled the messenger, 
and thus prevented the act? He vindicated the 


President trom the charge which had been made | 


against the Executive on account of the non-revo- 
cation of the ministerial act of his predecessor. 


He contended that Mr. Polk had not the power to |, 
If he had done so, still, annexation would | 
have been perfected at the next session of Con- , 


do so. 


ress, 

To sustain the position which he had taken, he 
quoted copiously from the history of the matters 
connected with the annexation of Texas, and the 
opinions of the distinguished statesmen of the 
time on the subject. The Whig doctrine in 1844 
was, that the annexation of Texas would be pro- 
ductive of war; while the Democratic doctrine 
was, that it could present no just cause of war. 


Now the Whigs assert, that the removal of our | 


troops beyond the Nueces to the Rio Grande was 
the cause of the war. 


entirely changed their ground on this subject, 


abandoning the annexation as a cause, and assail- | 


ing the acts of the present Executive as having led 
to the existing difficulties. 


He then went on to speak of the course pursued | 
by the Mexican Government in relation to Mr. | 


Siidell. She would not even listen to any propo- 
sition, but at once rejected the minister. 
course was then left for the United States but to 
commence war? 


The administration of Mr. Tyler had brought 


on the war, in effect, by pursuing a course which | 
roposition which | 


closed the door against every 

we could make towards sousiiatien and ce. 
The present Administration had done all it could 
to avert the war, but every effort was frustrated, 
until, by the rejection of Mr. Slidell, every hope 
of peaceful adjustment was destroyed. The cor- 
respondence of our Secretary of State shows how 
sirong was his disposition to pursue a conciliatory 
course. 


He would have charged our Government with a 


violation of the national honor, if it had not ful- | 


filled the assurance it gave to Texas to interpose, 
80 as to prevent her re-invasion by Mexico. We 
talk much of the honor of the Government, the 
honor of the country, which must be preserved 
from stain at all hazards. What would have be- 
come of this honor, had we not redeemed the 
pledge given to Texas to interpose, to prevent her 
re-invasion by Mexico? 


He returned to the question of the annexation of | 


exas, and read from the diplomatic correspond- 
ence on the subject, to show that the Secretary of 
State had adopted that measure, in view of ail its 
possible consequences, of which consequences war 
was one. It was not a difference of opinion as 
to the boundary between us and Mexico which 
caused the war, but it was the question of annex- 
ation as a whole. : 

For the conduct of the war, the President is re- 
8ponsible—responsible to the people. But he isa 
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We all know the effects of these || 


They might be all easily | 


The Whigs, therefore, had | 


What | 


ESSIONA 


eA 


cautious and prudent man, and has not acted with- 
out due consideration and consultation with mili- 
tary men, men of experience, men who are in 
possession of all the necessary information. He 
consulted General Taylor when the movement 
on the Rio Grande was resolved on. It had been 

alleged that our troops were sometimes too many 
| —sometimes too few—and now we have more 
than can be required to bring the war to a termina- 
tion. 

He insisted that the Mexican troops had inva- 
ded our soil, when they crossed the Rio Grande, 
and that it was then a matter of necessity to repel 
them. 

He then went on to inquire what could be done 
| to bring the war toa termination. He would use 
| the language once used by a gentleman from Rhode || 


Island—we are now in the war, and we must fight | 
itout. It was strange that we, being in the midst | 
of a war, should grieve at our own success—should 
take the alarm, and take sides with our enemy; | 
that the suggestion should be urged that we must 
make peace, without waiting for the Mexicans | 
now to show their hand. We have already made | 
proposition after proposition, without effect. Yet 
we are told that we have peace in our power—that || 
we can make peace when we please. Mexico is | 
not conquered; and when we say she is whipped, 
we are forced to admit that she is not conquered, || 
for she will not listen to any proposition from us to | 
terminate the war. 

He was desirous to carry on the war vigorously, 
to strike into the vitals of Mexico, and to force her 
to a peace. 

Mr. TURNEY concluded with recapitulating the | 
points of his argument. 


On motion of Mr. MANGUM, a message was 
ordered to be sent to the House of Representa- || 
tives, requesting the return of the bill for the in- | 
crease of the medical staff of tlie army of the United 
| States. 

Mr. MANGUM explained that the bill had been 
suffered to pass the Senate without attracting any 
attention. And he gave notice of a motion to re- || 
consider the vote by which it had been passed. 


On motion, it was ordered, that when the Senate 
adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Monday. 


Mr. BREESE then took the floor and expressed 
his desire to make some remarks on the bill under 
discussion, and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business; and, after some | 
time, the doors were reopened, and 

The Senate adjourned. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, February 14, 1848. 


This being resolution day, the SPEAKER com- || 
menced the call of the States for resolutions, com- | 
mencing with the State of Virginia, v. nere the call || 
was suspended on the last resolution day. 


On motion of Mr. GOGGIN, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into and report to what extent 
and in what respect, the franking privilege of the officers an 
members of this House has been restricted by recent decis- 
ions of the Postmaster General, or any of his assistants or 
deputies; and whether any, and if so what, further legisla- 
tion is necessary to give effect to the existing laws upon that 
subject. 


Mr. CHAPMAN offered the following resolu- 
tion, which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That a select committee be appointed to inquire 
| into the tobacco trade of the United States with the different 
countries of Europe, and the duties and restrictions imposed 
upon this branch of American commerce, and to report by 
bill or otherwise. 


On motion of Mr. CRISFIELD, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads inquire into the expediency of establishing a post route 
from Princess Anne, in Somerset county, Maryland, by 
Kingston, to Jefferson Corner, in said county. 


On motion of Mr. CHAPMAN, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of building a light-house on 
Blackstone’s Island, in the Potomac river. 


| 
j 
i 

Mr. STROHM moved the following preamble 
and resolutions, which were read and laid over un- 
der the rule: 

Whereas it is extremely desirable that the peaceful rela- 
tions heretofore subsisting between the United States of 
America and the Republic of Mexico should be restored, as | 
soon as the difficulties between the two countries can be ad- 

| justed, upon principles of common justice and in conformity | 
| to the laws of nations; and whereas experience has demon- \ 
|| strated that the conquest of armies, the capture of cities, and 
| the occupation of territory in the enemy’s country are inad- | 
\ equate to accomplish the great object which the peace-lov- | 
i! ing citizens of both countries so ardently desire ; and where- \ 
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as, in the opinion of many, the cheapest, easiest, speediest, 
and most effectual way of procuring an honorable and per- 
manent peace would be to withdraw our armies from the 


| territory of Mexico and propose commissioners to negotiate 


a treaty; and whereas it is the duty of Congress to make 
ample provision for the security, pay, subsistence, and com- 
fort of the brave men who now compose our arinies in 
Mexico, and who have so gallantly defended the flag of their 
country: Therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 
directed to make and report to this House an estimate of the 
amount of-money that may be necessary to withdraw our 
troops now in Mexico to some point or points within our 
own undisputed territory, discharge and send home the 
volunteers, and sustain the regular army during the ensuing 
year, 

Resolved, That if, in the opinion of the Secretary of War, 
the safety of the army, in carrying out the policy above in- 


| dicated, should it be adopted, will require an additional 


number of men, either by filling up deficiencies in existing 
regiments or by new levies, he shall report the number of 


|| men and the character of the troops which he may deem 


necessary, together with an estimate of the cost of raising, 
transporting, and subsisting such additional troops for one 
year, or for such period as he may judge that their services 
may be required, less than one year. 

On motion of Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, 

Resolved, ‘That the pay of John P. Gaines, a member of 
this House, be allowed from the first day of the session, he 
having been prevented, from unavoidable causes, from 
reaching Washington, on his passage from Mexico, until 


| some days thereatter. 


On motion of Mr. POLLOCK, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency ot extending 
the provisions of the act of Congress of June 7th, 1832, 
(granting pensions, &c.,) to the otlicers and soldiers, &c., 
who served — the indian campaigns under Generale 
Clarke, St. Clair, Harmar, and Wayne ; also, to the officers 
and soldiers of the Jate war with Great Britain, not other- 


| wise provided for. 


On motion of Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of repealing so much 
of the 30th section of the act of Congress of 1789, (Septem- 


| ber 24,) to establish the judicial courts of the United States, 
| as authorizes the taking of depositions without notice to the 


adverse party; and of extending the privilege of American 
vessels to all foreign vessels transferred by judicial sales, 
under the order of a court of competent jurisdiction, to a 
citizen of the United States; and of providing a place of 
deposit for the bond of clerks of courts of the United States ; 
and of abolishing custom-house oaths; and of prohibiting 
execution of criminals in public; and of altering the hold- 


| ing of the circuit court of the United States for the southern 
|| district of New.York; and of regulating costs in courts of 
| admiralty; and of so modifying the judiciary system of the 


United States as to facilitate the despatch of business, with- 
out impairing the rigor and wisdom of the administration of 
justice. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL offered the following 
resolution, which was read and laid over under 
the rule: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to report to this House on what articles, embraced in the 


|| tariff act of 1846, the duties can be increased beyond the 


e, and to what ex- 


existing rates so as to augment the revenu | aa - 
what addition 


revenue would accrue therefrom. 


Mr. POLLOCK asked leave to offer a second 
resolution; to which 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, objected, on the 
ground that Mr. P. had already 9 ered a resolu- 
uon. 

Mr. POLLOCK moved to suspend the rules, to 
enable him to move the resolution. 

The question was put on suspending the rules, 
and it was disagreed to. 


On motion of Mr. STRONG, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of establishing a na- 
tional foundry in the city of Reading, county of Berks, and 
State of Pennsylvania. 

On motion of Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Ways and Means in- 
quire and report to this House whether it would not increase 
the commerce between France and the United States, the 
duties from imports in the United States, and the advantage 
of both countries, to reduce the present American duties on 
French wines, brandies, silks, jewels, and other French 
productions taxed as luxuries; and whether the said French 
productions should not be treated as necessary w enable 
France to pay for a greater than her present purchase of 
American cotton, rice, provisions, tobacco, and other Ameri- 
can productions. 

Mr. LEVIN offered a resolution authorizin 
the Sergeant-at-Arms to employ a clerk at as 
salary. : 

Mr. L. moved the previous question. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved that the reso- 
lution be laid upon the table. 

After some inquiries and 
resolution was withdrawn. 


A PROPOSITION TO EXPUNGE. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, offered the 
following resolution: . 
Resol That the words of the “amendment” offered 
and adopted by the House*to the resolution of thanks to 
Major General , on the 3d day of January, 1848, con- 


points of order, the 
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taining the words, ‘ that the war (me aning with Mexico) 
was unnecessarily and uncopstitutionally began by the Prest- 
dent.” is untrue in fact, and calculated to prevent a peace 
with Mexico on the basis of indemnity, and should be ex- 
punged from the Journal, and that the Speaker cause the 
sume to be expanged from the Journal of the House on the 
passage of this resoluuon. 

Mr. THOMPSON moved the previous question, 

Mr. ASHMUN said, as the resolution asserted 
what was not a fact, he moved that the resolution 
be laid on the table; and also 
=r on the motion to lay on the table. 

ir. GAYLE rose to a question of order; but, 

owing to the confusion i the Hall, his point of 
order was not heard by the reporter. 


asked the yeas and | 


Mr. BURT moved that the House resolve itself , 


into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. Negatived. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, at the 
suggestion of se. eral members, modified the reso- 


lution so as to insert the word ‘*rescind’’ in place 


of the word expunge. 
Mr. McKAY rose to a point of order, and was 
proceeding to make some remarks, when 


The SPEAKER decided him out of order. 


The question was then put on laying the resolu- | 
tion.on the table, and decided in the affirmative, as 


follows: 
YEAS—Meesrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Green | 
Adams, Asimun, Barringer, Barrow, Blanchard, Botts, 


Brady, Buckner, Butler, Canby, ¢ ‘hapman, Clingman, Cocke, | 


Collamer, Conger, Cranston, Crisfield, Crowell, Crozier, 


Dickey, Dixon, Donnell, Duer, 
Duncan, Dunn, Eckert, Edwards, Embree, Alexander Evans, 
Nathan Evans, Farrelly, Fisher, Flournoy, Freediey, Fulton, 
Gaines, Gayle, Gentry, Giddings, Goggin, Gott, Gtegory, 
Grinnell, Hale, Nathan K. Hall, James G. Hampton, Moses 
Hampton, Haskell, Henry, Elias B. Holmes, John W. Hous- 
ton, Hubbard, 
John W. Jones, Kellogg, ‘Thomas tutler King, Daniel PV. 
King, William T. Lawrence, Lincoln, Mclivame, Marsh, 
Marvin, Morehead, Mullin, Nelson, Nes, Newall, Outlaw, 
Palfrey, Pendleton, Preston, Putnam, Reynolds, Julius Rock- 
well, John A. Rockwell, Root, Rumacy, St.John, Sebenck, 
Shepperd, Sherrill, Silvester, Slingerland, Caleb B. Smith, 
Truman Smith, Stephens, Andrew Stewart, Strohin, ‘Tail- 


Daniel Dufhean, Garnett | 


Hudson, Huut, a R. Ingersoll, Irvin, | 
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madge, Thibodeaux, Taylor, ‘Yowpkins, John B, Thompson, || 


‘Toombs, Van Dyke, 
—105. 


NAYS. 


Vinton, Warren, White, and Wilson 


Messrs. Bayly, Bedinger, Bingham, Birdsall, | 


Biack, Bocock, Bowdon, Bowlin, boyd, Brodhead, William | 


G. Brown, Charles Biown, Albert G. Brown, Burt, Catheart, 
Chase, Clapp, Franklin Clark, 


Beverly L. Clark, Howell | 


Cobb, Collins, Daniel, Dickinson, Edsall, Faran, Feather- 


ston, Fieklin, Fries, French, Green, Willard P. Mali, Ham- 
mons, Haralson, Harmanson, Harris, Henley, Hiil, George 
S. Houston, Inge, Charles J. Ingersoll, Iverson, Jackson, 
Jameson, Jenkins, James H. Jolnson, Robert W. Johnson, 
George W. Jones, Kennon, Lahn, La Sere, Sidney Law- 
rence, Leffler, Lord, Lumpkin, McCielland, MeCiternand, 
MeKay, McLane, Meade, Miller, Morris, Morse, Murphy, 
Nicoll, Peaslee, Peck, Petrie, Veytou, Pheips, Pillsbury, 
Ruett, Richardson, Richey, Rockhill, Sawyer, Slupson, 
Sims. Smart, Robert Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, Charles 
KE. Stuart, Strong, ‘Thomas, James ‘Thompson, Robert A. 


Thompson, William ‘Thompson Thurston, ‘Turner, Venable, | 


Wentworth, Wick, Williams, Wiley ,and Wiimot—¥4. 
So the resolution was laid on the table. 
A message was received from the Senate request- 


ing the Llouse o@ Representatives to return to that | 
body the bill of the Senate ** for an increase of the | 


medical staff of the army fora limited time.”’ 


On mouon of Mr. HARALSON, the request of | 
the Senate was complied with, and the said bill | 


was accordingly returned to the Senate. 


On motion of Mr. STEWART, of Pa., 

Resolved, ‘That the Committee on Inv alid Pensions be in- 
staucied to inquire into the expediency of increasing the 
pension of Thomas Thomp-on, of Pennsylvania. 


On motion of Mr. McILVAINE, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of organizing @ 
territorial government in the Indian country west of the 
Mississippi, to which the Indians have been removed by 
this Government, and that they report by bill or other- 
Wise. 

On motion of Mr. BRADY, 

Resolved, ‘That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of reporting a bill 
providing that, in cases where coldiers who have been dis- 
charged from uM ive of the United States on account of 
daseare oO disability have applied, or may hereatter apply, 
for bounty land or treasury scrip, wader the act of Lith of 
February, 1847, the discharge shall be deemed sufficient 


evidence that the disease or dizability was incurred in the 
service, unit ar. 


service 


ss ihe COnTTATY Silat Qpyr 
On- motion of Mr. BUTLER, 
i ived, ‘That ths Conunittee on Military Affairs be ia- 
structed to inquite into tae expediency of establishing a 


national foundry at some suitable place within the Lith 
Congressional district in Ure State of Pennsylvania, 


Mr. HOUSTON, of Delaware, moved to sus- 
pend the rales, to enable him to move to discharge 
the Committee of the Whole from the Senate bill 
to authorize the payment, to James Crutchett of 
$2,000 for lighting the Capitol and Capitol grounds, 


The motion was disagreed to—ayes 85, noes 47, 
two-thirds not voting in favor thereof. 


Mr. NEWALL offered the following preamble 
and resolution, which were read and agreed to: 

Whereas the late Hon. Samuel G. Wright, member elect 
to the 29th Congress from the second Congressional district 
of New Jersey, died previous to the first session of that body, 
and his death not heretofore announced: Therefore— 


Resolved, That the Clerk of this House be directed to | 


cause a monument to be erected to his memory in the Con- 
gressional burving-ground, and to transmit a copy of this 
resolution to the family of the deceased. 
REFUNDING OF MONEYS BY THE STATES. 
Mr. MURPHY offered the following preamble 


and resolution, which were agreed to: 


Whereas, by an act entitled “ An act to regulate the de- | 


posits of the public money,’’ approved June 23, 1836, the 
surplus in the Treasury of the United States on the Ist of 
January, 1837, reserving five millions of dollars, was direct- 
ed to be deposited by the Secretary of the Treasury with 
the seve ral States on receiving certificates of deposits thereof 
signed by their Weasurers, or other competent authorities, 
and expressing the usual and legal obligations, and pledging 
the faith of the State for the safe-keeping and repayment 
thereof, and for paying the said moneys and every part there- 
of from time to time, whenever the same should be required 
by the Secretary of the Treasury for defraying any wants of 


the public treasury; in pursuance of which act, the sum of |) 


$28,101,644 91 was deposited with the several States: 

‘And whereas, the moneys so deposited are required for 
the purpose of defraying the wants of the public treasury, 
and sound policy dictates the propriety of avoiding a large 
public debt, which otherwise must accrue: ‘Therefore, 

Be it Resolved, ‘That it be referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means to inquire into the expediency of requi- 
ring the Secretary of the Treasury to call for the repayment 
of the moneys of the United States deposited with the 
States, according to the pledged faith of the States, in the 
manner designated by the said act of June 23, 1836. 


INCREASE OF DUTY ON IRON. 
_ Mr. KELLOGG offered the following resolu- 
tion: 
Resolved, That the Committee ef Ways and Means be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of increasing the 
duty on bar, bloom, pig, and manufactured iron, imported 


from foreign countries into this, and that they report by bill 
or otherwise. 


Mr. BINGHAM moved that the resolution be 
laid upon the table; on which motion the yeas and 
“— were ordered. 

Mr. STEPHENS gave notice, that if the mo- 
tion to Jay on the table did not prevail, he would 
debate the resolution. 

Before the question on laying on the table was 

ul— 

Mr. DUER moved that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. Agreed to. 

THE LOAN BILL AND THE WAR. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. 
Borrs, of Virginia, in the chair,) and proceeded to 
the consideration of the bill authorizing a loan not 
exceeding $18,500,000. 

Mr. DUER (who was entitled to the floor from 
some days since) addressed the committee. Some 
time ago, (he said,) when the House had under 
consideration the message of the President, he had 
desired to say something with respect to one of the 
subjects therein adverted to—the engrossing topic 
at this time. He was not so fortunate at that trme 
as to obtain the floor. He supposed what he had 
then desired to say would be in order now; but he 
did not desire to fatigue the House by going over 
beaten ground on the subject of the war. Many 
truths had been said, and well said, and he could 
not hope, by anything he could say, to give them 
additional force. Therefore, with reference to some 
points, he would entirely omit their consideration, 
and of others he would content himself with merely 
stating his opinions generally, without entering into 
details. 

It seemed unquestionable that the origin of this 
war was the annexation of Texas. To say it led 
to the war, was a weak and exceptionable expres- 
sion. Annexation was war. It was unnecessary 
to refer to Grotius, Vattel, or any other writers on 
international law to susiain this position. It was 
capable of being made plain to the commonest un- 
derstanding; it was of the nature of an axiomatic 
truth. It was not denied that when Texas was 
annexed, Texas and Mexico were at war. What, 
then, became of that war? Why, unless the an- 
nexation of Texas produced peace, (which was 
absurd,) the war followed the annexation: we an- 
nexed Texas, and the war with her. Her separate 
independence being gone, and she being annexed 
to us, the war continued with us. 

There was another proper share of responsibili- 
| ty for this war which should be attached to the 
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original authors of annexation. A distinguished 
gentleman, a year a20, claimed to be the author of 
the annexation of Texas; that whatever praise o 
blame attached to that measure was due to him 
He (Mr. D.) referred to the gentleman by whon 
principally the negotiations were conducted. The 
| principle on which that gentleman justified the 
| measure of the annexation of Texas was a justifi- 
| cation (if well founded) of the President of the 
| United States in the prosecution of the war at this 
| time. What was the principle? We were not 
} 

| 

| 


left to conjecture it. Itwas of record; we found it 
in the printed documents which were then laid be. 
fore the Senate. Mr. Catnoun laid it down asa 
fundamental principle—antagonistic to the British 
policy, frankly avowed by the British minister 
that that Government, where it could do so with. 
out impropriety, sought throughout the world the 
abolition of slavery—that the Government of this 
country claimed the right to interfere for the pur- 
pose of preventing the abolition of slavery through- 
out the world, wherever its abolition would be 
injurious to the institution in this country; and it 
was one of his propositions that, wherever any 
foreign State borders on a slaveholding State of 
this Union, it is unsafe to ermit such foreign State 
to be a free State. He (Mr. Carnovn} held that 
the institution of slavery was a philanthropical in- 
stitution, a humane institution; that the effect of it 
| was to preserve the colored race from idiocy, from 
insanity, from pauperism, and the like evils. It 
followed unquestionably (said Mr. D.) from these 
principles, if well-founded, that the measure of 
annexation was justifiable. If so, if Mr. CaLuoun 
was justifiable in going to war with Mexico for 
the purpose of more firmly establishing slavery in 
Texas, then the President of the United States was 
justifiable in further prosecuting this war for the 
urpose of establishing slavery in Mexico; for 
Manies now bordered on a slaveholding State, and 
it was as much the duty of this Government to 
protect this institution in Texas as it was in Lou- 
‘isiana or Arkansas. Nor did the principle stop 
‘there. We must go onward, and onward, con- 
quering, annexing, and introducing slavery into all 
our sister republics, until we shall have spread all 
| over the American continent. 
| He made these remarks in no invidious spirit 
‘towards the distinguished statesman by whom 
| these negotiations were conducted. But he thought 
| it due to justice and to the Whig party, who were 
opposed in the main to the measure from which 
‘the whole evil had grown, that the truth should 
be said. But, further; he had no idea that Mr. 
Ca.noun wished or intended actual war with Mex- 
ico; that Mr. CaLnoun wished or intended to ex- 
tend the war into Mexico. He believed, in that 
respect, that that distinguished gentleman was illo- 
gical; that he did not look in the face the conse- 
quences which naturally flowed from his own 
|| measure. He believed him (Mr. Canon] a friend 
of peace; that his error here had arisen from that 
cause from which most of his errors had arisen— 
| from that fanaticism (and he used the word in no 
invidious sense, for there existed a fanaticism at 
the South as well as at the North on the subject 
of slavery) which caused him to think that slavery 
was at the foundation of everything excellent in 
government. His great error was this. If he could 
have remained where he was—and where perhaps 
he was too honest to remain—war might not have 
followed; but he ran an immense, and, as the result 
had proved, a fatal hazard. He placed this ques 
tion in the hands of gentlemen who were not actu 
ated by pure motives, who were not averse to war, 
if by war their own designs or those of their party 
could be carried out; and the consequence was 
| war. 
But the majority of the House of Representa- 
| tives, and he, as one of that majority, had voted 
at this session that the war was ‘ unnecessarily 
‘and unconstitutionally commenced by the Presi- 
dent of the United States.’? The gentleman from 
|| Georgia, who spoke some days ago, [Mr. Coss,] 
| went into an elaborate argument to convict the 
|| Whigs of inconsistency who had previously ex- 
] pressed sentiments similar to those which he now 
1 expressed, and who at this session had voted that 
|| the war was commenced by the President. Now 
| 


a 





—————— 


| perhaps he (Mr. D.) was rash and foolish in vol- 
untarily exposing himself to this charge of incon- 
thought the two positions were 


sistency; but he 
He thought that one 


| consistent, and both true. 


source of difficulty with the gentleman from Geor- 
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-jaand others had been, that they had not reflected 
‘nat the word *war,”’ like many other words in 
the English language, and in other languages, was 
capable of more than one signification. It denoted 
certain relations which might, exist between two 
sountries Without actual hostilities; and it denoted 
as used In common parlance) actual contest, ac- 
‘yal hostilities. Now, if things after annexation 
was consummated had remained in statu quo; if 
no change, after that, had taken place in the rela- 
uons between this country and Mexico, he said 
ihe President was not justified in ordering an inva- 
jing army into the territory of Mexico. Why? 
Because, though in one sense the measure of an- 


nexation Was war, yet it was not intended to be | 


hy Congress, and was not in fact a declaration of 
war by this Government. 


lt assumed the quarrel | 


which Mexico had with Texas, if Mexico chose || 


to prosecute that quarrel. We had no quarrel 
with her; she had given us no offence growing out 
of that measure of annexation. We assumed the 
quarrel, if she elected that the quarrel, then termi- 
nated, should continue. And even then, if there 
had been no change in our relations with Mexico, 
the President was not justifiable in sending an 
invading army into her territory. 

The act of Congress did not give the President 
such power; it did not necessarily continue the 
quarrel. But Mexico made her election; she chose 
that there should be peace. And if the state of 
things previously did not justify the President in 
commencing the war, clearly after Mexico elected 


peace, after she consented to receive a commis- | 


sioner from the United States to settle the question 
of boundary, the President had no power of this 
description. net 

He said, then, that these positions were both 
true and consistent, and he was not disposed to 
yield the one or the other, 
* But the gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. 
Ruett,} in his argument upon that subject, held, 
as he (Mr. D.) understood—and if he was wrong 
he wished to be corrected—that inasmuch as, by 
the Constitution of the United States, Congress 
alone could declare war, therefore it was impossi- 


ble for the President of the United States to com- | 


mence a war. He might order an invading army 
into another country; that would be hostility, the 
gentleman held, but not war, because Congress 
alone could declare war. For this argument, if 
he had understood it aright, he should perhaps be 
obliged to the gentleman. He thought it might be 
used upon other questions which would come up 
by and by. He believed the gentleman from 
South Carolina denied the power of Congress to 
improve rivers and harbors and to erect piers. 
They had, or had had, where he lived, a pier now 
only preserved from ruin by the voluntary con- 
tributions of the inhabitants. Now, suppose Con- 
gress were to vote appropriations for the repair of 
that pier, or for the construction of another else- 
where: the gentleman from South Carolina, hold- 
ing that it was unconstitutional to vote for the 
erection of piers, would, by parity of reasoning, 


| 


i| 





deny that, when erected, they were piers, but | 


would hold them to be merely collections of stones 
and mortar, ‘The gentleman argued that whatever 
was done unconstitutionally was as if it had not 
been done at all; and therefore he must admit that 
in voting such apgengmesant no unconstitutional 
act was committed. This was the reasoning by 
which he now defended the President against the 
charge of commencing the war. Did the gentle- 
man take the distinction between ** war’’ (which 
he held could only be commenced by Congress) 
and hostilities, and mean to admit that the Toes 
dent had commenced hostilities? If so, it wasa 
mere question of words, which he (Mr. D.) was 
willing to yield, and say that this was.an unconsti- 
tutional act of hostilities commenced by the Presi- 
dent of the United States. 

Hedid not wish to detain the committee long, 
when they had so often been on the banks of the 
Rio Grande. [A laugh. } 
war? was a question which lay in a nutshell. Its 
answer depended on a simple fact. The Mexican 
‘nd American armies met on or near the banks of 
the Rio Grande; there the first battle was fought. 
Now, which of these armies was the invading 
army? Upon whose soil was the first battle fought? 
lf upon American soil, then the Mexicans were 
‘ne invaders; but if upon Mexican soil, the Amer- 
icans were the invaders; and the President having 
ordered the invasion, the war was “ unnecessarily 





| 


i] 
Who commenced this | 


and uncenstitutionally commenced by the Presi- 
dent of the United States.”” Now, upon this ques- 
tion of fact, upon this question of position, turned 
the decision of the question, who commenced the 
war? But even admitting that Texas, and we 
through Texas, had just title to the Rio Grande, 
yet, if the western bank of the Rio Grande was at 
that time in actual possession of the Mexicans, 
this question of boundary being a controverted 
question, it was an unjustifiable act of the Presi- 
dent. , 
Throwing aside others, here were two thousand 
men in the army under General Taylor who could 


Now, there was no want of witnesses here. | 


testify from their own knowledge on the subject. | 


Permit him to read the testimony of one of these 
witnesses. He wished to make out a prima facie 
case merely; and he asked gentlemen, if they 
could, to contradict this testimony by a particle of 
testimony on the other side. Here was an extract 
of a letter written at that time (and published 
shortly after in this country) by one of the officers 
under General Taylor, and who was an eye-wit- 
ness of the scenes of which he writes. He says: 


‘* Our situation here is an extraordinary one: right in the 


| enemy’s country, actually occupying their corn and cotton 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
} 
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| 


| 


| 
| 
| 


tieids, the people of the soil leaving their homes, and we, 
with asmall handful of men, marching with colors flying 
and drums beating right under the very guns of one of their 
principal cities, displaying the star-spangled banner, as if in 
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the origin of this war, the motives with which it is 
wosecuted, because these discussions, reaching 
Mexico, convey the idea that the country is di- 
vided, and cause her to persist in her obstinate 
resistance.’’ The country is in war, (say they;) 
therefore, we must vote ail the men and money 
the President requires; we must not inquire whether 
he has violated the Constitution; we must not in- 
quire, being engaged in an attempt to deprive the 
Mexicans of their liberties, whether our own are 
in danger! 

If gentlemen were sincere, if they really held 
these Mexican Indians‘in such fear as to think it 
unsafe to discuss the war, why was it that from 


| the beginning they had done as they now did—all 
| they could do to force the Whigs into — 


And why did they not indirectly, 


, to thg. war? 
envi a matter of inference, instead of directly, 


defiance, under their very noses, and they, with an army | 


| twice our size, sit quietly down, and make not the least re- 
| sistance, not the first eflort to drive the invaders off. 


s ; There 
is no parallel to it.” 


Now, if what the President of the United States 


and his friends here said was actually true, this 
state of facts was entirely reversed. It was .dmer- 
icans who were dwelling in the houses there, cul- 
tivating their corn and cotton fields; it was the 
Mexican invading army that drove them from their 
houses and fields, and the army of General Taylor 
went not to drive them away, but to protect the 
-Imerican inhabitants there. But where was the 
witness who testified to this state of things? Was 
there one, from the commanding general down to 
the meanest camp follower, who undertook to show 


that that was the state of facts, which must be | 
shown to establish the position that war was com- | 


menced by the act of Mexico? 
told—as he had heard such things before, both 
here and elsewhere—that, however this might be, 


But he should be | 


he ought nevertheless to maintain (contrary to his | 
clear convictions of truth) that the Mexicans were | 


the invading army, and that the American army 
under General Taylor went forward to the left bank 
of the Rio Grande to protect the American inhab- 
itants there; that to do this, was to take the side of 
his country; and, in a state of war, men ought to 
take the side of theircountry. Yes, in war and in 
peace, every man ought to take the side of his 
country; but, in order to determine what was the 


| entirely unanimous. 


say thet there was in the country a party that 
sympathized with the Mexicans, that wished the 
Mexicans success? Do we hear any Whigs in 
this Hall or elsewhere, did any Whig journals 
use any such language? No; it proceeded entirely 
from gentlemen on the other side. We (said Mr. 
D.) may not utter the most solemn truths for fear 
Mexico may misunderstand them! You may give 
utterance to the grossest slanders, which do all 
| this mischief (if any is done) which you profess 
so much to deprecate. It was not Whig truth, but 
Democratic falsehood, that gave *taid and com- 
| fort’? to the Mexicans. Suppose a Whig made a 
speech which was indiscreet, if they pleased, he 
asked gentlemen on the other side why did they 
select particular passages, print them in italics and 
capitals, distort them from the context, interpolate 
words never used, and found upon the wholc a 
commentary as different as possible from any idea 
in the mind of the author? He would tell them: 
| it was because they wished to injure the Whigs 
here at home by exciting popular prejudices, 
while they cared not what the effect might be 
abroad. He said, if any opinion existed in Mexico 
that there is a Mexican party in this country, the 
President and his supporters, and not the Whigs, 
were responsible. Look at the very beginning 
of this war. The army of General Taylor was 
thought to be in danger; instant supplies were 
thought to be necessary to save them from destruc- 
tion; these supplies might have been voted almost 
unanimously; there might per chance have been 
a solitary no, but it would have been almost 
Then why did you not take 
that unanimous vote of Congress when you might 
have had it? Why did you deliberately determine 


|| that upon this question there should be a division? 


side of his country, he must determine what was | 


the true interest and glory of hiscountry. 


Is James 
K. Polk my country? 


Then I confess (said Mr. 
D.) 1 am no patriot. Is it patriotism to falsify 
facts‘—to lie? In monarchical governments, 
there were men who surround the throne and 


| fill the royal ear with falsehood and flattery, who | 


Why insist on pressing into this bill appropriating 
| for supplies a preamble which I do not say you 
believed false, but which you knew the Wings 
| believed to be false? Was it necessary to have 
this objectionable preamble in order to obtain the 
supplies? You had ample notice on the other side 
| what the Whigs thought. Ona distinct vote be- 


|| ing taken on this preamble, every Whig in this 


live by these arts, and who call themselves loyal. | 
So, too, in republican governments, there were | 


men who surround their high functionaries; and 


they, too, live in this way, and call themselves | 


patriots. But he liked better the honest man, who 


tells the king or his rulers the truth, though at the | 


risk of disfavor and disgrace; and he had rather 
act this honest part himself, even at the risk of 
being stigmatized as a ‘‘ Mexican Whig.”’ 


Now, something as to the motives with which | 
this war was commenced and prosecuted by the | 


|| President of the United States, and = those par- 
|| tisans who sustained him. 


He thoug 
discover a two-fold purpose: a domestic purpose, 
and a foreign purpose—an object to be accom- 


t he could || 
| yeas and nays: as 


plished at home, and an object to be accomplished | 
| be mistaken—— 


abroad. He believed, and he therefore charged, 
that the President of the United States had com- 
menced and was prosecuting this war in a base and 
partisan spirit, and for base and partisan purposes; 
and he thought the facts from which he deduced 
this conclusion amply sustained it, and were, in 
themselves, clear and indisputable. 


|| tice here an inconsistency in gentlemen on the other 


side. They are constantly saying to us, (said Mr. 
D.,) “‘ Why, you should unite with us in support- 
ing this war; the country should present a united 


Let him no- | 


House, with perhaps two or three exceptions, 
| voted to strike out this preamble; and with that 
notice gentlemen insisted on keeping the preamble 
in the bill. Now, if there was any other hypothe- 
sis by which this act could be explained—if gen- 
tlemen, who deemed union so necessary, could 
tell him why they deliberately resolved that there 
| should be division and separation on this ques- 

tion—if there was any other hypothesis by which 


|| it could be explained, he would like to hear it. 
t} 


Mr. BOYD, interposing for a word of explana- 
tion, (and Mr. D. yielding,) said, if the gentleman 
would refer to the record, he would find eighteen 
| of his political friends voting for the preamble de- 
_claring that Mexico made the war. 

Mr. DUER (resuming) said he had seen the 
published at the time—whether 
correctly or not, he could not tell—in which but 
four Whigs voted to sustain the preamble. I may 


| Mr. PENDLETON (in his seat.) You are 
| right. 

‘Mr. DUER. The gentleman from Virginia says 

I am right: but the exact number is immaterial. 
Now, it was said, that the Whigs had voted that 
this war existed bythe act of Mexico, and it was 
thought to conviet them of gross inconsistency in 
voting at this session that the President of the 
United States commenced the war. That decla- 
| ration was false, grossly false, although he found it 


front; you must not enter into discussions about |! in the message of the President of the United 





' 
; 
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ee 


States at the present session of Congress. Hecer- 
tainly did not mean to charge that high functionary 


with deliberately saying what was untrue, but he | 
charged that the fact alleged was untrue and false. | 


He referred to facts, to the records of this House, 
which showed it to be false, and that the Whig 
party, with almost entire unanimity, voted against 


the jreamble upon a distinct vote; and because | 
they voted for the bill with the preamble forced | 


into it, rather than refuse supplies for the army in 


fy. 
peril, it was said they voted for the preamble! The | 


gentleman from South Carolina (Mr. Ruert) him- 
self explained it. He was one of those who voted 
against the preamble, and afterwards for the bill; 


that those who voted for the bill looked to the | 


essence of the measure; that instant succors were 
believed to be necessary, and he voted for sygcors 
in spite of the false preamble attached to e 

The preamble was declared upon solemn vote in 


rill. | 


this House, by the gentleman from South Carolina, | 


and by the whole Whig party, with one or two 
exceptions, to be false. Every man here knew it; 
the country knew it; it was notorious that the 


Whig party never intended to say, and did not 1 | 
fact say, that war was commenced by the act of | 


Mexico. 


Ile would now allude to another mode in which | 


gentlemen on the other side “aided and comforted”’ 


Mexico, by telling her that there is a Mexican | 


party in this country. 
the United States tell us in his message at the com- 
mencement of the last session of Congress? That 
the individuals who maintain that the soil on which 
the first battle was fought was not the soil of the 


TH 
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sponsible, instead of receiving any credit for it, 
they are continually taunted with inconsistency by 
those who had commenced, and were prosecuting 
the war, for their own selfish partisan purposes. 


| It may be inconsistent in a Whig, thinking as 


Whigs usually do, to volunteer to fight its battles 


| so long as it is an aggressive war, a war of inva- 


sion. It may be that Hardin erred, and Lincoln 
erred; it may be that it was an error that young 
Clay’s gallant spirit sought immortality; but if so, 
it was an error of that sort that immortalizes the 
men who commit it; an error like that of Brutus 
when he slew the tyrant of his country; like that 
of Virginius when, to save his daughter from dis- 
honor, he plunged a dagger into her bosom. Is it 
generous in you Democrats, under such circum- 
stances, to taunt us with inconsistency in this war, 
commenced and prosecuted by you for partisan 
purposes; in this war in which you have reaped 
all the honors and emoluments, but in which we 


| equally share the burdens; in this war in which 


you have sought to disgrace even the gallant gen- 


' erals who have won all its victories because they 


|| ciate their patriotism ? 


What did the President of |) 


are Whigs? And when the Whigs, under such 
circumstances, vote supplies and offer up their 
lives in defence of their country, and are met only 
by taunts and reproaches, do you properly appre- 
And how have you treated 
the generals in this war? How have you “ aided 
and comforted’ the Mexicans? You have court- 
martialed now one of the generals, who has wona 


| series of the most brilliant victories recorded in 


United States, give ‘“‘aid and comfort” to the en- | 


emy. 


Did he simply mean that that was the indi- | 


rect effect of using such language, and therefore | 


that great prudence should be used? He (Mr. D.) 
did not think this was what he meant. The Pres- 
ident used the technical words which defined the 
crime of high treason in the Constitution of the 
United States. He, a lawyer, an adroit partisan, 


uses this language, and addresses it to the repre- | 


sentatives of those whom the recent elections have 
demonstrated to be more than half the people of 


the United States! Never was more falsehood and | 


more insult coupled together than in that message, | 


if that was meant; and it was evident that it was 
meant—that it was intended by innuendo to insin- 


uate what elsewhere had been directly said, that | 
those who maintain this position are moral traitors, | 


and deserve the punishment affixed to treason. 


Now, when the Mexicans found the President | 


of the United States saying that half or more of 
the people of this country think the war unjust— 
that they are Mexicans at heart,—were they not 
likely, coming from that source, to give the decla- 
ration credit? 
gress, (said Mr. D.,) what you are daily saying 
in your public presses; it is what your own Chief 
Magistrate has said: these are the sources from 
which the Mexicans have imbibed the idea that 
there are Mexicans in this country. He would 


It is what you have said in Con- | 


not stop to notice that charge, coming from the | 


President of the United States, or from whatever 
source. The man, however exalted his position, 
who lowered himself to use calumnies of that de- 
scription, was too low to deserve his notice. Trai- 
tors to our country! The Whig party traitors! 
Who believes it? 


charges against my opponents. There may be a 


I should disdain to use such | 


solitary traitor, but traitors in this country are | 


rare. 

He wished briefly to notice another feature in 
the management of this war, and that was, that all 
the honors and emoluments of this war, which 
were placed at the disposal of the President, had, 


with perhaps a few exceptions, from the beginning | 
of the war, been conferred on the partisans of him | 
who had recently declared himself the President of | 
Now, he asked, was | 


the country, not of a party. 


this just?) Who fought our battles? 


Were there 


not Whigs there as well as Democrats? Whose | 
treasure was poured forth in this war? Did they |. 


tax Democrats alone?) Would the burden of this 
debt which the Administration was rolling up rest on 
the children of Democrats alone, and not upon the 


children of Whigs? Why, then, while the Whigs || 


equally’shared these burdens, should their oppo- 
nents take all the honors to themselves? And if, 
in spite of this, we vote you supplies—if the Whigs 
volunteer to fight your battles, and provide for the 
widows and orphans of those who fall in battle, 
and for making which they certainly are not re- 








‘passed through the American fleet. 


history. ‘True, the other general—you have thank- 
ed him with a proviso. Was such a mode of thank- 
ing a victorious general ever dreamed of before? 
It seems the latest invention of “ progressive De- 
mocracy !’’ If General Taylor deserves censure, 
why, censure him; but do not treat him like a sick 
child—giving him physic mixed up with a little 
sweetening. 

Leaving now the personal motives which had 
influence in the conduct of this war, he would 
refer to another mode of its prosecution. Under 
what head to place it he was somewhat at a loss; 
he thought it might come under the domestic head; 
that it might proceed from objects to be accom- 
plished here, not in Mexico. When hostilities 
broke out, there was in exile from Mexico, that 
man, who, of all the Mexicans, had the most influ- 
ence over his countrymen; a man of high talent; 
their ablest general, and no mean general; the only 
man, who, although subject to all those mutations 
to which all men were subject in the Spanish- 
American States, alone seemed able permanently 
to retain power and influence.. This man was in 
exile. The first thing we heard was, that this 
exiled general had passed through our blockading 
squadron, and been received in Mexico; that he 
had raised an army as if by magic, and from that 
day to this the obstinate resistance offered by the 
Mexicans, and most of the American blood which 
had flowed, may be traced to the presence of Santa 
Anna in Mexico. Shortly after this, a suspicion 
got abroad, incredible though it was, and too mon- 
strous almost for belief, and gathered strength, that 
Santa Anna entered Mexico with the knowledge 
and consent of the President of the United States! 
It finally assumed the form of a direct charge, and 
the very pass was published by which it was said 
Santa Anna was admitted. Well, this was denied, 
peremptorily denied, and the pass alleged to be a 
forgery; but before long, the President of the Uni- 
ted States was obliged to acknowledge that with 
his connivance Santa Anna entered Mexico, and 
this war has been conducted on the part of the 
Mexicans. True, the copy first published was not 
an exact one; it was signed by James K. Polk, 
instead of Mr. Bancroft, who it now appeared 
signed it by order of the President; who was now 
rewarded—whether for that service he could not 
say—with the mission to Great Britain. This 
pass was short, and being a document of import- 
ance, from which consequences so momentous had 
flown, he would ask permission to read it to the 
committee: 

[“ PRIVATE AND CONFIDENTIAL. ] 


«U. 8. Navy Department, May 13, 1846. 
“Commopore: If Santa Anna endeavors to enter the 
Mexican port, you will allow him to pass freely. 
“ Respectfully, yours, 
“GEORGE BANCROFT. 
“Commodore Davip Conner, 
** Commanding Home Squadron.” 


This was the missive with which Santa Anna 
With this ! 
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talisman hanging around his neck, he raised the 
army which caused the gullies of Buena Vista to 
flow with the blood of our countrymen. By vir. 
tue of this same bloody scroll, he poured death 
into our ranks from the heights of Cerro Gordo. 
and at Contreras, and Churubusco, and Moling 
del Rey, and along the avenues to the city of Mex. 
ico, he strewed the fields and blocked the roads with 
the dead bodies of our brave soldiers. If these 
lines were written in the American blood they 
have caused to flow, the fatal characters would 
swell to gigantic proportions, and, Colossus-like, 
might bestride your Capitol; and if all the tears of 
widows and orphans that have the same source 
were poured out in the valley beneath, a sea would 
rise that would surmount the ** White House,” 
and bury in its waves James K. Polk and all his 
wicked advisers. 

This was not all; it was but part of the history 
of the conduct of the Administration in that war, 
At the time Santa Anna, under a power of attorney 
from the President of the United States, as his 
‘* private and confidential” agent, was raising an 
army to overwhelm General Taylor, at that very 
time the President of the United States was direct- 
ing General Scott to withdraw from Taylor the 
greater part of his victorious forces. At the same 
time that he was giving Mexico a general, he was 
withdrawing from our own general the greater part 
of his victorious forces. It reminded him (Mr, 
D.) of that passage of scripture where Delilah cuts 
off Samson’s hair, and then shouts in his ears, 
‘*the Philistines be upon thee, Samson.”’ Now, 
he would not charge or believe that it was any part 
of the design or wish of the President of the Uni- 
ted States that General Taylor should be defeated 
and his gallant army annihilated. This suspicion 
was too monstrous! But he did suspect and be- 
lieve that a main motive at the bottom of this 
movement on the part of the President was, that 
he thought a retreat somewhat inglorious might be 
not useless discipline to one who was becoming 
too dangerous a rival. We cannot penetrate into 
the breasts of men and read their secret motives, 
but we have a right to judge of their motives as 
plainly indicated by their actions. He believed 
from the opening of the war that one of the Presi- 
dent’s motives had been that he, as the hero of this 
war, might have his ambitious aspirings gratified 
by a reélection, and he believed it now to be one of 
the motives of James K. Polk. 

But let him briefly consider what were the ob- 


jects of the President of the United States and his 


partisans in the present prosecution of this war, as 
far as Mexico was concerned. The President de- 
clared in his message last year, and repeated it this 
year, that in the commencement and _ prosecution 
of the war, his object was ‘ peace,’’ and is now 
‘‘ neace.”? He would not call in question the sin- 
cerity of the President; he would not imitate, in 
that respect, his own bad example. Doubtless he 
was a very sincere man; but he was unfortunate 
in this, that his acts were the reverse of his inten- 
tions. He believed him as sincere now as when 
he professed his conversion to the principles of a 
protective tariff in the Kane letter, or afterwards, 
when he went for the whole of Oregon up to 54 40. 

But how had the President sought peace? Why, 
in time of profound tranquillity, he orders our army 
to invade the soil of Mexico to ** conquer a peace.” 
That was the beginning. Our victorious arms 
penetrate into the interior, and capture Monterey. 
The general in command enters into an armistice 
with a view of opening negotiations for peace, 
which the President so much desires; but no sooner 
did the President hear of this, than he ordered the 
termination of the armistice, and directed the war 
to be renewed; and all for the sake of peace! Af- 
terwards he sends General Scott into Mexico, and 
after a series of brilliant battles, in all which Mex- 
ico is defeated, the victorious general finds himself 
before the capital of Mexico, which lies at his mercy. 
Then again negotiations are opened, and new offers 
of peace are made. The Mexicans offer to cede 
us, say one-third of their territory, (for he did not 
profess to speak with entire exactness,) and this 
offer was indignantly rejected by the President, 
who all the while is seeking for ** peace!” 

What prevented pane from being made at that 
time (he asked) by Mr. Trist? What was the real 
difficulty? Was it one of territory? He thought 
not, from reading the correspondence. He thought 
it was obvious that the Mexicans were willing ‘0 
abandon to us all their unoccupied territory; but 
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negotiations were broken off on a point of honor, 
pecause they would not sell us New Mexico, an 
inhabited portion of their Republic—because they 
-ould not barter away their countrymen who lived 
othe President wanted peace. How much piece? 
How much of Mexico was embraced in it? Was 
jt one-half or two-thirds? The instructions to Mr. 
Trist were to take something like two-thirds. We 
were to recover indemnity; recover not only the 
debts, but the costs, and these were rapidly accu- 
mulating; and Mr. D. urged that these would soon — 
absorb the whole of Mexico, and destroy her na- | 


THE CONGRESSIOQN 





| mistaken the proper course ; nor to repel the charges 


finally made of vices of intention, notwithstanding 
the gentleman’s previous admission to the con- 
trary. 

He left all that argument to consider the policy 
of our Government in reference to the war now 
waging with Mexico—a policy distinctly and ex- 
plicitly avowed. It was true that the act of Con- 
gress by which war was declared to exist between 
this country and Mexico did not specifically assert 
the objects for which that war should be waged. 
The conduct of Mexico had made such a declara- 
tion unnecessary upon this occasion, had it ordi- 
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first objectof the war. Another object, which was 
also unequivocally avowed by the President and 
sanctioned by Congress, was the payment for in- 





juries which our citizens have sustained by the acts 


of Mexico. These were the two primary objects 
of the war, and, as a necessary consequence, there 
was another attached to these objects, which was 
explicitly announced to Congress; it was, that the 
war would be prosecuted to secure the expenses 
of the war. This was a proposition that consisted 
with all the rules of national intercourse, and al] 
the text writers on international law. If a nation 
were driven into a war in defence of its just rights, 


tionality, Which seemed to be just what the Presi- 


narily been customary and proper; but the omission 
dent desired, who nevertheless told us, if this 


to make such a declaration by Congress of the ob- 


_and thus involved in heavy expense, it was neces- 
| sarily, on a restoration of peace, entitled to those 


should happen, it would happen contrary to his 
most strenuous desire, and as the sole consequence | 
of the aa of Mexico, in a war of invasion | 
commenced anc prosecuted by, her! These were 
among those ** Democratic traths”’ on which rest- 
ed the ‘‘column’’ which the gentleman from Illi- 
nois (Mr. McCiernanp] described, and which 
he so appropriately, Mr. D. thought, consecrated 
to James K. Polk. This was patriotism—going 
on conquering and to conquer! As patriots and 
republicans, we must go on! Away with this | 
wretched cant! If you wish this plunder, this | 
dismemberment of a sister Republic, let us stand 
forth like other conquerors, and plainly declare our 
purposes and desires. Let us, like Alexander, 
who boldly avowed that he went for glory and 
conquest, declare our objects. Away with this 
mawkish morality! with this desecration of reli- 
sion! with this cant about ‘* manifest destiny,”’ a 
DIVINE MISSION, & Warrant from the Most High, to 
civilize, christianize, and democratize our sister 
republic at the mouth of the cannon !—sentiments 
which had found their way from dinner-table 
speeches and club harangues to the mouths of | 
crave Senators, and even, as he had heard, to the || 
pulpit itself, but which seemed to him fit only to | 
be preached by a Friar Tuck toa band of robbers! 

[turn from James K. Polk, the dispenser of the 
spoils, to Wasuineton, to find what patriotism is. | 
There I find the virtues dwelling together; there I | 
find patriotism surrounded, hallowed, and adorned | 
by truth, justice, and humanity. Who, for the | 
whole of Oregon or of Mexico, would have the 
fair fame of the * Father of his Country”? sullied || 
with a single falsehood, with a single instance of 
rapacity or injustice? No; let his image rise to 
men’s memories, to the most distant time, pure as | 
the marble in which his form is sculptured within || 
these enclosures—serene, sublime; bearing the | 
sword, but a sword that was drawn for liberty, | 
not for conquest—a sword that was never stained || 
but with the blood of an invader. Such I would 
have the fair fame of my country; such has been 
that fame: and I would not sell that fame for all 
the trophies of all the conquerors that have ever | 
devastated the earth; not for all the gold and silver || 
which Cortez and Pizarro waded through blood to | 
obtain; not though the mountains of Mexico were | 
compact of solid gold! 

Mr. D. proceeded to notice the remarks of Mr. 
Morse, of Louisiana, and said that the Whigs 


| undertaken and declared to exist between 


'| the war. 


jects of the war was neither unprecedented nor im- 


roper. A hostile blow struck by Mexico; the 
invasion of what was admitted to be our own ter- 
ritory; what General Taylor in command upon 
that frontier, what this House in granting means 
to repel invasion, acknowledged to be our own 
soil; what by establishment of post routes and 


| other acts Congress had acknowledged and assert- 


ed to be our boundary—Mexico making this in- 


| vasion, striking the hostile blow—no manifesto 
| was required of the objects of the war. 


It wasa 
war brought on by the act of Mexico. 


But, had a proclamation of the causes been re- 
quired, the Executive was the proper department 
of the Government under our system to make this 
manifesto, charged as he was with all our foreign 
relations, and thus possessed necessarily of the 
entire information on which such a proclamation or 
manifesto could be truthfully issued. And should 
Congress attempt to issue any proclamation or 


ence to those causes by the Executive. But a 
proclamation of this sort was made by the Execu- 
tive, exactly as was done in 1812, when war was 


this 
country and Great Britain. 


The President sent in his message in the month 


| of May, 1846, in which he referred Congress to 


the injuries heretofore existing, and the catalogue 
of ills which we had experienced at the hands of 
Mexico, and then he set forth the objects of the 
In response to that message, enumera- 
ting and unequivocally declaring the causes and 
the objects of the war, Congress declared that the 
war did exist, and it granted supplies for the pros- 
ecution of the war, for the objects and purposes 
which the President had stated. But that was not 
all. At the next session of Congress, the Presi- 


| dent, in his annual message, communicated to both 


branches of Congress all the circumstances relating 


|, to our position towards Mexico, and asked for the 


necessary means to peoesonts the war vigorously 
for the attainment of those objects which he had 
enumerated. The means were granted. The war, 
therefore, has been not only commenced, and the 
policy undertaken as indicated by the Executive, 


| but it has been undertaken with the entire sanction 
| of every department of this Government which 
| may be constitutionally intrusted with the matter. 


When, therefore, he asserted that our policy was 


| them. 


| demand. 


| the future. 
| treaty shall be negotiated,—we may in this respect 
| act with magnanimity, as becomes a great nation 


| expenses, and hence this claim was founded in 
| reason as well as international law. 


When, how- 


ever, peace came, this was one of those claims 


| which might be insisted on rigorously or settled 


liberally. 

These, then, were the objects of the war; but 
connected with all wars there were necessarily re- 
sults which did not at first censtitute the objects of 
the war, but which might necessarily be looked 


| upon as results growing from them. One of these 
| was punishment for the aggressions made on the 
| country. This was connected, too, with the other 
| branch of the general ground assumed, viz: secu- 


rity for the future. It was the duty of a belliger- 
ent forced into a war to punish the aggressor. It 


| was the practice of every country to punish ag- 
| gressors, to save themselves from future aggres- 
| sions. ‘ 
| the victories which we have achieved over Mexico. 


|| But there was another mode of punishing, and that 
| manifesto of the causes of the war, it must be based || 


entively upon the information furnished with refer- | 


This had been accomplished in part by 


was, by throwing on her the expenses of the war 
during its progress, and compelling her to pay 

Another was, to wrest from her provinces 
which, under other circumstances, we would not 
This might be done to secure to us our 
rights, and also for our security in reference to for- 
eign nations and [Indian tribes on the fronuer. We 


| have a right to insist on the establishment of such 
| territorial limits—looking at the conduct of Mexi- 


co—as will subserve our interests and safety for 
But when peace shall come—when a 


towards a weaker one. We may relinquish some 
of our rights in regard to the feelings of the weaker 
belligerent, when we negotiate a peace; but while 
the war was being waged, there was neither time 
nor place for magnanimity. Magnanimity was a 


| virtue to be exercised only on the return of peace 
| between belligerents. i 
| to enforce rigorously the rules of war. 
| tion of those rules was cruelty, inasmuch as it en- 

| dangered a greater effusion of blood and outlay of 


Magnanimity in war was 
A relaxa- 


the treasure of both nations. 


This, then, was the policy of our Government, 


| not simply of the Executive, but of the entire 


Government; a policy to which the Government 


| has given its sanction, and to which the countr 
| is pledged. 


And we cannot recede from that poli- 
cy. That the war has not been waged for con- 


In 


| quest, the President has at all times told us. 
|| the responses of Congress to the messages of the 
| President, that feeling has predominated, and it has 


had not, as charged, declared the war to be “ un- 


distinctly and unequivocally made known, he 
just and unconstitutional,’’ but they had voted that 


meant it was the policy of the Government, and 


it was “ unnecessarily and unconstitutionally com- 
menced by the President of the United States.” 
No one doubted that after it was authorized by 
Congress, it had become constitutional. 

The hammer here fell ar the hour expired. 

Mr. SIMS, of South Carolina, next obtained the 
floor. Passing by the financial questions which 
were involved in the bill immediately before the 
committee, and which might more properly be de- || 
ferred till general measures to meet the expenses 
of the ensuing year were under consideration, he 
said he should direct his attention to another sub- | 
Ject which had occupied so much of the considera- | 


— 


} 


ion of the committee. 

Among the gifts of nature, perhaps few were 
more brilliant and none more dangerous or delu- || 
sive for a public speaker, when the pursuit of truth | 
was desired, than a vivid imagination. Ungifted 





not of any part of thisGovernment. That policy, | 


as often explained in this House, was briefly, in- 
demnity for the past and security for the future; 


‘and it had not been misunderstood either by this 


House or by the people of this country. Indem- 
nity for the past constituted a primary object of 
the war. The recognition of a boundary between 
the two republics, too, was one of the first objects 


of the war—the recognition of the Rio Grande as | 


that boundary, and a peace which failed to secure 


| that object could not do other than bring disgrace 


on our arms. ; 

Mr. S. read an extract from the President’s 
mean of May, 1846, setting forth that war ex- 
isted 


country. He also read a passage from the same 
message, which he said very explicitly avowed the 


influenced the country in reference to the termina- 
tion of the war. But war should not be eternal; 


‘and every declaration of war implies the entire 
| subjugation of one of the belligerents. Unless this 
|| were so, there would be no disposition to enter 
_ into treaty stipulations to pe a period to the war. 
| If, then, x | 

| to the war, in spite of all the efforts of our Govern- 


exico shall still refuse to puta period 


ment to bring it to a close, and to establish amica- 


| ble relations between the two republics, was it not 
| obviously the dictate of humanity, as well as the 
'| right of this country, that the war should be vig- 

| orously prosecuted, that Mexico may be forced to 


abandon the war, and that its horrors may be mit- 
y the act cf Mexico, and that we were || 


called upon to defend the rights and honor of the | 


igated? This was qneiaeely: joes otherwise war 
would be eternal. He repeated, then, that in every 
war the final subjugation of one belligerent was 


| necessary, if she refused to listen to overtures of 


ce on reasonable ierms. This result was not 
| desired by the President nor by -the American 
| people; and when peace shall come, then wil] come 
| the time for the exercise of magnanimity. If it 


| 
in this respect, he should not attempt to rival or | objects of the war in which the country was in- 
answer the flights of imagination of the very imagi- a and then continued. With this declaration 
dative gentleman who had just preceded him. He || on the part of the President, and in response to 
should not attempt to repel the course of the attacks || the call of the President, Congress recognized the 
struck by that gentleman at the motives of the || war for those avowed objects. They were, first, | shall not come, we shall be obliged to subjugate 
President—attacks which rested solely on the as- *| the establishment of a boundary on the RioGrande, || thai country in self-defence. But, if subjugated, 
sertions of the speaker that he “ believed” that the '| excluding the interference or claim of Mexico to | 


|| it did not follow that we were to hold that country 
President, although his motives were right, had ) that portion of the State of Texas. That was the |' permanently. That was not the purpose of this 
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Government. A different avowal has been made. 
The President had told them that he was desirous 
to bring the war to a close; he was ready to nego- 
tiate a peace with any power in Mexico able to 
effect it. He was ready to go further. After the 
regular Government shall have failed to secure a 
peace on reasonable terms, he will be ready to 
make peace with any Government he can build up 
by means of the military occupation of the coun- 
try, so anxious was the President for peace. And 
here two propositions presented themselves, Had 
Mexico, in her counter-project to Mr. Trist, offered 
fair and reasonable terms of peace, as had been 
hinted by some and denied by others? It should 
be remembered that the primary object of this war 
was to secure the American title to the territory on 
the banks of the Rio Grande. But this was dis- 
tinctly refused in the Mexican counter-project. 
Mexico made it a point of honor to refuse the ac- 
knowledgment of our title to that territory, and 
thus left the whole question unsettled for which 
we engaged in this war. It would be degrading 
to us, then, as a nation, to terminate the war on 
the terms which Mexico proposed, for it would be 
receding from the objects of the war, as announced 
by the Executive and by Congress at its com- 
mencement. 


But there were other terms offered which were | 


insulting to our Government. It was proposed 
that we should not only take the Nueces as our 
boundary, but that we should call upon Great Bri- 
tain to become our security and ruarantee, that un- 
der no circumstances will we admit into this Con- 
federacy any portion of that which is now Mexico, 
Not only this, but future generations were to be 
prohibited from deriving any advantage from the 
events of the future, and our posterity as well as 
ourselves, were to be bound by treaty stipulations, 
which we were to call upon Great Britain to guar- 
anty. These, then, were terms which were highly 
objectionable. A proposition which required us to 
obtain the guarantee of European nations was an 
insult to the dignity and honor of this country. 
But, besides this, there were other cardinal projects 
which were also objectionable. 
upon to guaranty the continuance of the Roman 
Catholic religion within such limits of our territory 
as were heretofore part of Mexican territory. Here 
we were called upon to make a stipulation that was 
inconsistent with the principles of our Govern- 
ment and the genius of our people, and an insult 
to every denomination of religion in the country. 
Such was the character of the terms which gente- 
men on this floor urged that we should have adopt- 
ed, with which we should have been satisfied, and 
on which the war should have been concluded. 
The gentleman from Georgia (Mr. Steruens) in- 
sisted that this war had been waged unnecessarily, 
and that therefore it should have been terminated 
on the terms offered to Mr. Trist; but if the gen- 
tleman from Georgia meant that our Government 
should have made a peace on the terms of that 
counter-project, he (Mr. Sims) confessed that his 
friend from Georgia held in less estimation than he 
could have supposed religious freedom, national 
independence, and national honor. ' 

He knew the objects for which the war was 
commenced were yet unattained, notwithstanding 
the vigorous prosecution of the war. The invader 
of our territory had been expelled, but he had not 


been sufficiently punished to give us security for | 
Our tide to the territory on the Rio | 
Indemnity for | 
the wrongs done to the persons and property of || 


the future. 
Grande was yet unacknowledged. 
our ciizens was yet unattained. We had been 
upon Mexico condign punishment; but we have | 
no security for the future. These were the legiti- 
mate objects of this war, and the question now | 


being discussed in this the thirtieth Congress of 
the United States of America was, whether that pol- | 


icy should be abandoned or carried out? Whether | 
we shall show the world that we are without firm- 
ness of purpose or derelict to our own purpose, | 
and thus give semblance to the allegations of the 
people of European monarchies that there are no | 
fixed principles in a.republic? He knew there 
was authority in great names, but the olicy of 
this Government in this respect ound: not be 
changed at the dictate of great men. Nor would 
it be abandoned, unless it should be shown that it 
was unwise. A policy to be wise, must be first 


just; and, secondly, it must be calculated to effect | 


the objects intended to be accomplished. And is | 


We were called | 
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| our policy just? Looking at the objects which he || Congress. It would be remembered that Congress 


| had already enumerated, the justice of our policy 
| dependéd, first, on the origin of the war, on its 
| objects, and on the means used to carry it out. 


| Of the first point, that which involved the justice | 


of this war, it was not necessary that he should 
say anything, for it had been repeatedly discussed 
on this floor and before the whole country. On 
this point they had the expression of the opinion of 
the country coming up from their primary meet- 
ings; it was seen, also, in the enthusiasm with 


call was made for an additional force in the field. 
He candidly believed in the justice of the war, and 
he felt it was unnecessary to enter upon its vindi- 
cation. He knew its opponents had drawn a met- 
aphysical distinction between war with Mexico and 
this country, and war with Mexico and the Presi- 
dent of the United States. That distinction had been 
drawn by a distinguished gentleman at the other 
end of this Capitol. It has also been drawn at the 


close of the remarks of the gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. Duer.] 





cerned the Executive. 
to argue the justice of the war. When Congress 
declared this war, it was an expression of opinion 
on the part of Congress that the war was just and 
necessary. It had been urged by some of those 


legislative duresse. 
General Taylor on the Rio Grande, they say, that 


| but by a species of legislative duresse they were 
| compelled to recognize the war, or leave General 
Taylor and his army without succor, the two ques- 
tions having been made indivisible by the then ma- 
| jority in Congress. 
| cuse for those gentlemen at both ends of the Capitol 


said of the subsequent votes of money in which 
both parties in this House and in the other parti- 
cipated? Supplies of both men and money were 


|| furnished during the last session of the 29th Con- 


gress—supplies granted for what the gentleman 
now called a war of invasion. Now, if the war was 
unjust and unnecessary, was not the grant of the 
supplies by those gentlemen immoral? If the war 
was just and necessary, their votes were justified. 
Those gentlemen, therefore, who believe the war 
was unjust and unconstitutionally commenced, 


reprehension of those writers who declare that a 
war must be just and necessary to justify a nation 
that engages in it. If this war was neither just 
| nor necessary, after voting the supplies for the re- 
| lief of General Taylor, it became gentlemen who 
entertained that view to refuse all future supplies; 
they should refuse to give a dollar and to furnish 
a man for the prosecution of a war that they be- 
lieve to be both unjust and unnecessary. 

But he found that he had but little time remain- 


|| ies. He should omit all argument that would go 
to show the justice of the War, and come to the 
justice of the objects and policy of the war. 
| Amongst these were, in the first place, the estab- 
| lishment of our boundary, and indemnity for the 
injuries which our people have sustained from 
Mexico. It would not be necessary to urge any 
arguments to show the justice of this portion of our 
| policy. The only point, then, to which he asked 





| out a vigorous prosecution of this war, which 


_view. These were the expenses of the war—mil- 
| itary contributions, by which the burdens of the 
| war were thrown on Mexico—and the acquisition 


|| of new territory to constitute a sufficient indem- 


nity. On a previous occasion, he had stated his 
views cf the duty of Congress in respect to the 
expenges of the war; and he should now for a 
| moment notice the other proposition, as to the right 
and duty of the President, as commander-in-chief, 
| to levy military contributions on the enemy. 

| On this point he quoted from Vattel, justifying 
| military contributions as humane, because it sav 

| the property of the inhabitants of the country from 
| pillage. Such was the law of nations; but doubts 
had been expressed whether the President had the 
right to resort to that course which the law of na- 
tions sanctioned without the authority of an act of 





which the ranks of the army were filled when a | 


It was admitted by the gen- | 
tleman opposite that the war was just as between | 
Mexico and this country, but unjust as far as con- | 
It would then be insulting | 


they were anxious to furnish him with prompt aid; | 


Now, that might be some ex- , 


if that had been the only vote; but what should be | 


who yet vote supplies to carry it on, fall under the | 


ing, and he should hasten on to touch other top- | 


t | attention, was in reference to the measures to carry | 
victorious in every battle, and thus we had brought | 


| were necessary to the attainment of the end in | 


primarily was concerned in a declaration of War 
and that there were three powers connected there. 
with, viz: to declare war, grant letters of mar; 
‘and reprisal, and make rules concerning captures 
| fon land and water.’”’ Military contributions did 
| not as a consequence fall within either of the last 
two powers; they were part of the declaration of 
war and of the means by which the war was to be 
waged. But fortunately, on this subject they were 
| not left without authority. He admitted that the 
| adjudication of captures required an act of Cop. 
gress; but as to military contributions, he was not 
| aware that the question had ever been distinct| 
made in our courts. There was, however, a pase 
sage by Judge Story which goes to vindicate the 

President, and sustain the position for which he 
|| was contending. [Mr. S. read the extract refer. 
_red to, and then continued.] It sufficiently ap- 
|| peared, then, that the policy of our Governmeyt 
| was vindicated in this particular branch of the 
means for the prosecution of the war. 

There was one remark which he wished to make 
as to another branch of the policy of this Govern. 
ment in terminating this war, and he wished to ask 
whether it was just and proper towards us and to- 
| wards Mexico. Complaint had been made that jt 
was the intention of the President to build upa 
Government in Mexico. Well, suppose that should 
be the ultimate policy of the President in attaining 


ue 


| 


gentlemen who voted for the recognition of the || peaceful relations, would it be wrong in principle 
war, that it was forced upon them by a =o of or unusual in practice? 


Did not the allied Pow- 


Such was the condition of || ers of Europe, when Louis XVIII. was restored 


to the throne of France, and Napoleon was ex. 
pelled, stipulate that they should hold that country 
|| for five years to give stability to the Government? 
| And was not France to pay the expense of that 
| military occupation? The right of the Allies, with 
|| whom Great Britain codperated, was founded in 
the necessity of the case. It was deemed neces. 
sary for future security. The allied Powers went 
|| so far as to debate the propriety of blotting out the 
| nationality of France for their future security. It 
| was admitted that this policy should not be lightly 
| adopted; but, rather than that a war should be 
|| prosecuted eternally, the right to blot out a na- 
| tion’s nationality might be resorted to, otherwise 
war might be perpetually waged, or until one bel. 
| ligerent had extinguished the other. It was a pol- 
icy which was justified on the ground that self- 
|, protection required it on the one hand, and that 
|| humanity and mercy demanded it on the other. It 
|| was only in such an event that it should be resort- 
ed to; and it was in that view that the President 
had alluded to it as the ultimate means of attaining 
|| peace. This practice of European nations had not 
| been frequent; but it was enough to show that it 
| was not incompatible with the law of nations that 
' such a course should be adopted. 
| One or two words in relation to the latter branch 
|| of the argument. Was this policy, if carried out, 
|| likely to attain our object—the securing of a peace? 
} The objections to this policy are twofold. Some 
| 
| 


j 


| contend that it will more than carry out our policy, 
and involve us in consequences from which it will 
|| be well to save ourselves, by a national abandon- 
|| ment, and the withdrawal of our troops from that 
| country. Another objection was, that it will not 
| secure peace; that it would require a constant 
| prosecution of the war; and that it would expose 
+ us to the danger of being entangled with European 
‘| nations. He would make but one or two remarks 
‘| in relation to these objections. One class of ob- 
_jectors required that our army should be entirely 
withdrawn, so as to acquire no territory. An- 
other class of objectors say, take territory, and 
withdraw and defend that. Now, the first answer 
|, heshould make would apply to both of these classes 
| of objectors. It was this: that whether we with- 
drew our army to a line of territory to be claimed 
| as indemnity, or entirely withdrew to the limits of 
|| the United States, there was still a state of war 
|| between this country and Mexico; peace was not 
| restored, and war, with all its horrors and burdens, 
| was still to be prosecuted ; whereas, by a vigorous 
| prosecution of the war now, Mexico would be 
| driven to embrace such terms as will restore ami- 
| cable relations. . 

‘| ‘The Chairman’s hammer announced the expira- 
'| tion of the gentleman’s hour, and the floor was 
‘i@warded to Mr. Crozier. 

| The committee rose and reported progress; and 


} 
| 


then 
The House adjourned. 
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The following members compose the select com- 
mittee on the petition of the children of £ii W hit- 
ney, the inventor of the cotton-gin, Viz: 

Messrs. Jounson of Arkansas, J. R. INGERSOLL, 
DonneLL, Woopwarp, CHAPMAN, Lumpxy, Pa.- 


rreY, BowDON, and Dixon. 


The select committee appointed on so much of 
the annual message of the President as recommends 
that provision be made for the families of those 
who have fallen or dted in the military service of 
the United States in Mexico, is composed of the 
following members, viz: 

Messrs. Ourtaw, Hasxett, Witmort, Gaines, 
RicHarDsON, Futon, Lorn, Asporrt, and THomp- 
son of lowa. 





IN SENATE. 
Monpay, February 14, 1848. 


Mr. BERRIEN presented the credentials of the 
Hon. Herscnecy V. Jounson, appointed by the 
Governor of the State of Georgia a Senator of the | 
United States, to fill the vacancy occasioned by the || 
resignation of the Hon, Waxrer T. Coreuirr. 


Mr. JOHNSON, having taken the oath prescrib- | 
ed by law, took his seat in the Senate. | 


PETITIONS. 

Mr. BADGER presented the memorial of Mrs. 
M. Rodgers, widow of Commodore John Rodgers, 
of the United States navy, deceased, praying pay- | 
ment for double rations due her late husband as || 
senior officer of the navy; which was referred *to || 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. | 

Mr. CRITTENDEN presented additional docu- || 
ments in relation to the claim of George Poindex- || 
ter; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. MILLER presented the memorial of the | 
executors and heirs of John Rogers, deceased, | 
praying bounty land and half-pay; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CORWIN presented a memorial of the Ohio | 
Yearly Meeting of Friends, held at Salem, praying 
for an immediate termination of the war with Mex- | 
ico; which was ordered to be printed. 

Also, a petition of citizens of Stark county, Ohio, | 
anda petition of citizens of Monroe county, Michi- || 
gan, praying for a speedy termination of the war | 

with Mexico, by withdrawing our troops within | 
the limits of our own territory, and then settling | 
the point in dispute by negotiation or reference; | 
which were referred to the Committee on Foreign | 
Relations. 

Also,a memorial of citizens of Muskingum coun- | 
ty, Ohio, remonstrating against the prosecution of 
the Mexican war for the purpose of conquest, or 
forcing Mexico to sell any part of her territory to 
the United States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Also, the petition of Joseph Newell, asking to 
be allowed to change the location of a section of 
land granted him under an Indian treaty; which 
was referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. 

Mr. SEVIER presented the memorial of the 
Mayor and Common Council of the city of Fort 
Smith, praying the division of the district of Ar- 
kansas into two judicial districts, and the location 
of the seat of justice for the western division at 
that place; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, the petition of H. B. Gaither, praying 
compensation for services as clerk to the Superin- 
tendent of Indian Affairs west of Arkansas; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CASS presented the petition of Sarah Ten 
Eyck, executrix of Conrad ‘Ten Eyck, deceased, 
late marshal of the United States for the district of 
Michigan, praying the payment of a balance due 
him by the Government; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. NILES presented the petition of Reuben M. 

ibbs, a pensioner of the United States, praying | 
to be allowed arrears of pension; which was refer- |) 
red to the Committee on Pensions. 

_Also, the memorial of Charles Larrabee, a pen- | 
Sioner of the United States, praying to be allowed 
an increase and arrears of pension; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

_ Also, the petition of Asahel Kingsley, a revolu- || 
onary soldier, praying to be allowed a pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. WESTCOTT presented a petition of cer- 
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tain citizens of Florida, praying the establishment 
of a mail route from Alaqua, in Florida, to Geneva, 
in Alabama. Also, a petition of citizens of Flori- 
da, praying the establishmentof a mail route from 
Ucheeanna to Milton, in that State; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Mr. WESTCOTT observed, in offering these 
petitions, that the people of West Florida had for 
some time past complained of the mail arrangements 
there as a nuisance; and if a remedy was not pro- 
vided, they would prefer its being abated to con- 
tinuing as at present. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD presented the petition of 


the American Colonization Society, praying reim- 


bursement of the expenses incurred by that society | 
for the support of a number of Africans captured | 


by a United States vessel of war from on bdard a 
slave-ship, and landed at Monrovia, in Liberia; 
which was referred to the Committee of Claims. 
Mr. BAGBY presented the memorial of Peter 
Raudon, representative of John Raudon, deceased, 
praying indemnity for property destroyed during 


the Creek Indian hostilities; which was referred to 


the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
_ Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, presented the peti- 
tion of Samuel F. Butterworth, praying compen- 


|| sation for services in carrying the mail; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and | 


Post Roads. 
On motion of Mr. BAGBY, it was 


Ordered, ‘hat the petition of James H. Causten, assignee | 


of Colonel B. Hogan, on the files of the Senate, be reterred 
to the Committee on Lidian Afiairs. 


CHRIST CHURCH BURIAL GROUND. 
Mr. GREENE, from the Commitee on the Dis- 


| trict of Columbia, to whom was referred the me- | 
| morial of the Vestry of Washington Parish, report- | 


ed a bill to authorize the sale of part of public 
reservation numbered thirteen in the city of Wash- 


| ington, and for other purposes; which was read || 


and passed to the second reading. 


Agreeably to notice, Mr. DOWNS asked and 
obtained leave to bring ina bill to amend an act 
entitled ** An act to provide for the punishment of 


| offences committed in cutting, destroying, or re- 


moving live oak and other timber or trees reserved 


for naval purposes,’’ approved 2d March, 1331; | 


which was read the first and second times by unan- 
imous consent, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 


The following message was received from the 
House of Representatives, by Mr. Campse.t, their 
Clerk: 

Mr. Prestpent: I am directed by the House of Represent- 
atives to return to the Senate at their request the bili eati- 
tled “* An act for an increase of the medical stat? of the army 
fur a limited time.”’ 

‘The Speaker of the House of Representatives, having sign- 
ed sundry enrolled bills, t am directed to deliver them to the 
Senate for the signature of its President. 


INCREASE OF THE MEDICAL STAFF. 
Mr. BADGER moved a reconsideration of the 
vote by which the bill for an increase of the med- 


| ical staff of the army, for a limited time, had been 


passed. ; 
The motion was postponed until to-morrow. 


MR. DICKINSON’S RESOLUTIONS. 
Mr. YULEE moved a postponement of the 
prior orders, in order to take up the resolutions 


| snson, and that his resolutions, offered on the 12th 
of January as a substituté for those submitted by 
Mr. Dickinson, might be considered. 

Mr. FOOTE objected. He regarded the bill 
| now before the Senate as one of vital importance, 
| and expressed his decided opposition to engaging 
| in the consideration of any other subject which 
might encroach upon the time allotted to the spe- 
cial order. He was not at all disposed to give 
way to a wordy debate, which would trench upon 
the great measure now before the Senate, and be, 
perhaps, of mischievous tendency. 

Mr. YULEE replied, that he would be very 
sorry if what he had to say on this subject should 


was his purpose to discuss, upon its constitutional 
merits, a question which had not been introduced 
by him on that floor, but which was introduced 
by an honorable Senator from one of the most im- 
portant States in the Union, and which was fully 
discussed by him during the morning hour. Hav- 





| ing presented a substitute for the resolutions sub- 
t mu 


tted by that gentleman, he had felt himself en- 





submitted-on the 14th of December by Mr. Dicx- 
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titled to ask the indulgence of the Senate for an 


opportunity of stating the grounds on which these 


resolutions rested. It was during the morning 
hour that the proposition of the Senator from New 
York was discussed, and it wasduring the morning 
hour that he (Mr. Y.) solicited a like indulgence 
from the Senate. 

Mr. FOOTE would not urge his objection, as 


assurance had now been at least impliedly given, 


| 





} 


that the discussion of the bill before the Senate 
would not be interfered with, by allowing the Sen- 
ator from Florida to present his views on his prop- 
osition. But his conscience and sense of duty 
could not permit him to consent to the introduc- 
tion of any matter which was likely to impede, in 
the slightest degree, the progress of the debate on 
the great subject to which he alluded. 

Mr. DOWNS also objected to the introduction 
of the resolutions of the Senator from Florida at 
this time. It was not probable that the discussion 
on them could be avoided, as there was a differ- 
ence of opinion in regard to them, even on the 
part of Senators from the South. Still, he was 
anxious to have the question discussed, and would 
be very happy to hear the discussion, when the 
Senate was less occupied than at present. 

Mr. YULEE said that after he had spoken, a 
day could be fixed for the consideration of his res- 
olutions. 

Mr. DOWNS remarked, that in that case no 
opportunity of reply would be afforded to gentle- 
men who might be disposed to differ from the 
Senator from Florida. 

Mr. TURNEY said that if the resolutions were 
taken up only during the morning hour, so as not 
to interfere with the discussion of the special 
order, he had no objection; if, on the other hand, 
the special order was trenched upon, he must re- 
fuse the discussion solicited by the honorable 
Senator from Florida. 

Mr. CASS suggested a postponement of the 


| resolutions till after the special order had been dis- 


posed of by the Senate. It was not a matter of 
pressing importance that the sentiments of the 
gentleman from Florida on this subject should be 
expressed to-day. For himself, he would hear 
the gentleman with great pleasure; but it did seem 
to him to be in every way most expedient to defer 
the consideration of his resolutions, and avoid any 
interruption of the debate on the special order, on 


| which it was highly important to obtain speedy 
| action, 


Mr. BADGER begged to submit, with great 
respect to the honorable chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, that the application thus 
made by the Senator from Florida stood on pecu- 
liar grounds. Agreeing fully with that gentleman 
in the general position that nothing should be done 
by which the discussion of the special order should 
be encroached upon, yet he reminded him that the 
Senate had permitted the honorable Senator from 
New York to occupy a portion of the morning hour 
in remarks on the resolutions submitted by him 
for which those of the Senator from Florida were 
a asa substitute. ‘That was regretted by 

im at the time, as he regarded it as a precedent 
leading to encroachments on the time allotted for 
particular business. But in these circumstances it 
did, after all, appear to be due to the Senator from 


| Florida that he should be indulged in a like oppor- 


| 


tunity of expressing his views, deferring the fur- 
ther discussion of the subject tll after the special 
order had been disposed of by the Senate. 

Mr. FOOTE said he disliked to occupy the time 
of the Senate, but it was important to make a re- 


| mark in reply to the Senator from North Carolina. 





j 
{ 
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That gentleman had declared in one breath that 
when the Senate allowed the Senator from New 
York to discuss his resolutions, he condemned the 
act—he disapproved of it—he felt at the time that 
it was a bad precedent, likely to lead to serious 
interference with the regular business of the Sen- 
ate, and yet, now he urged the Senaie to do the 
very same thing. Why? On the ground of 
courtesy, forsooth, to the Senator from Florida. 


be regarded as mischievous in its tendency. It| It appeared, then, chat they were to do wrong that 


some good in the way of courtesy might come 
from it—to do what the Senator from North Caro- 
lina himself admitted to be improper, and had con- 
demmed at the time—to persevere in doing evil in 
order to avoid wounding the sensibility of a Sena- 
tor! Now, the great question was, what did the 
country demand at their hands? Were they to 
permit themsel ves—— 
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Mr. Y:°LEE here begged to inform the Senator 
that he did not propose to interfere at all with the 
discussion of the ten-regiment bill. 

Mr. FOOTE replied that he had ee stated, 
if the Senator from Florida did not inter 


allowing him to present his views on his resolu- 
tions; but if the Senator encroached in the slightest 
degree—no more even than a second of time—on 
that bill, he felt bound to oppose the taking up of 
his resolutions. 

Mr. YULEE said that he expected that he 
would get through with what he had to say before 
the expiration of the morning hour, and would 
have done so if he had not been interrupted by the 
Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. FOOTE regretted that the Senator from 
Florida had not been so explicit when he first an- 
nounced his desire that his resolutions should be 
taken up. 

Mr. CAMERON observed, that he thought it 
would save time to allow the Senator from Florida 
to proceed with his remarks. He understood that 
the Senator would not occupy a longer period than 
the half hour which yet remained of the time allot- 
ted to morning business. ‘The Senator would not, 


if that was the case, interfere in the slightest degree | 


with the speedy action of the Senate on the ten- 
regiment bill, a measure which was vitally im- 
portant to the interests of the country, and on the 
progress of which a speedy peace very much de- 
vended. . 

Mr. HANNEGAN suggested that the Senator 
might be allowed to proceed, with the understand- 
ing that at one o'clock he should give way to the 
special order. 

Mr. BADGER begged to detain the Senate only 
a moment, for the purpose of setting himself rightin 
regard to an observation which he made, and to 
which the Senator from Mississippi had attempted 
to give a construction which was not altogether 
correct. He did not suppose that the Senator from 
Florida ought to be indulged in making his speech, 
on the ground of ** courtesy;’’ but he thought that, 
in the circumstanccs of the case, the Senate had 
so committed itself, thatit was perhaps an act of 
justice to allow that gentleman to express his 
views on the resolutions offered as a substitute for 
those of the Senator from New York, who had 
been indulged in an opportunity of presenting his 
own at length. ‘There was, therefore, no ground 
for the charge of inconsistency in the remark which 
he had made, that although at the time he feared 
that the extension of that indulgence to the Senator 
from New York might lead to inconvenience in 
the interruption of the public business, yet it seem- 
ed to be proper to grant a similar favor to the Sen- 
ator from Florida. It was better, he thought, to 
submit to the inconvenience, than deny to the Sen- 
ator from Florida the opportunity of presenting 
his views, as nearly contemporaneous as possible 
with those of the Senator who took a different view 
of the subject. 

Mr. FOOTE had only to say that he regarded 
justice to the country as more important than jus- 
tice to individuals. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
take up the resolutions submitted by the Senator 
from New York, and it was decided in the aftirm- 
ative. 

The resolutions submitted by the Senator from 
New York (Mr. Dickinson) were then read as 
follows: 

Resolved, That true policy requires the Government of 
the United States to strengthen its political and commer- 
cial relations upon this continent by the annexation of such 
contiguous territory as may conduce to that end and can be 
justly obtained ; and that neither in such acquisition, nor in 
the territorial organization thereof, can any condition be 
consututionally imposed or institutions be provided for or 
established inconsistent with the right of the people thereof 
to form a free sovereign State, wito the power and privileges 
of the original members of the Contederacy. 

Resolved, ‘That in organizing a territorial government for 
territory belonging to the United States, the principles of 
self-government upon which our federative system rests 
will be best promoted, the true spirit and meaning of the 
Constitution be observed, and the Confederacy strengthened, 
by leaving all questions concerning the domestic policy 
therein to the legislatures chosen by the people thereot. ~ 

As a substitute for these resolutions, the Senator 
from Florida submitted the following, which were 
also read; 


Resolved, That the territory belonging to or which may 


be acquired by the United States is the common property of 

the Union, and the sovereignty over the same vests in the 

peopie of the several States comprising the Union. 
Resolved further, That the Federal Governmeut has no 
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the discussion of the bill, he would not object to 
| 

| 





ent right, to exercise any legislative power within the said 
territories, by which the equal right of all the citizens of the 
United States to acquire and enjoy any part of the common 
property may be impaired or embarrassed. 


Mr. YULEE then addressed the Senate in ex- 
planation and support of his resolutions, but, with- 
out concluding his remarks, gave way to the spe- 
cial order. 


THANKS TO GENERAL SCOTT. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The first special 
order is the joint resolution from the House of 
_ Representatives expressive of the thanks of Con- 


gress to Major General Winfield Scott, and the 
troops under his command, for their distinguished 
gallantry and good conduct in the campaign of 
1847. 

Mr. HANNEGAN. I move that the further 
consideration of the resolution be postponed until 
to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to. 


THE TEN-REGIMENT BILL. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill 
to raise, for alimited time, an additional military 
| force. 

Mr. BREESE addressed the Senate in support 
of the bill. He said he never rose in this Senate 
to explain and defend any measure without great 
/embarrassment. He felt this particularly on this 
/oceasion. He desired that for the opinions he was 
about to express, he alone should be held respon- 
sible, as they were confined to himself, and not 
adopted on the suggestion of any one. He refer- 
| red to the efforts made in the State of Illinois to 
raise the men required from her, and expressed his 
confidence that the same success would crown the 
| exertions which would be called for by the passage 
of this bill. It would be gloomy news in that 
State if the war were now to be abandoned. He 
reminded the Senate of his remarks at a former 
| period, when he pledged himself for the zealous 
support which that State would give to the war. 
At that very moment the volunteers of Illinois 
| were winning laurels at the glorious battle of Buena 
Vista. 

He had hoped, from the unanimity which pre- 
vailed among the people in favor of the war, that 
this bill would have been suflered to pass without 
calling forth the attacks which had been made 
against the Administration. He knew that the peo- 
ple were not to be operated on by mere declama- 
uuon—by mere assertions, without Proof, that the 
war is unconstitutional. He referred to the act of 
May, 1846, declaring that war existed—and noth- 
ing more was done in the commencement of the 
| war of 1812. It was the proper, the constitutional 
mode, of changing our state from peace to war; and 
| if it was not unconstitutional in 1812, it is not so 
now. Mexico was the invading party. General 
Almonte had declared that his government would 
not give up Texas, but would maintain her claim 
to that territory at all hazards. He referred to 
one of his speeches in 1844, and cited it as evidence 
of his present opinions. He had then shown that 
Texas never was a portion of Mexico, after her 
declaration of independence. Ifthe State of Maine 
chose to secede from our Union, and establish a mon- 
archy, and should the rest of the States oppose it, 
would they have any right to force Maine to their 
| views? Just so it was with Texas; she had the 
right to take her own course, in despite of the op- 
position of Mexico. Texas declared her bound- 

aries in 1836, and her independence had been 

subsequently acknowledged by the most powerful 
nations of Europe. Suppose, after the acknowl- 
edgment of the independence of Texas, the United 

States or any other Power, had entered into an alli- 

ance with her, offensive and defensive, and had 
= the territory up to the boundary now 
} 
| 








claimed, would not her right to that territory be 
conceded? 

He considered that in sending a minister to 
Mexico authorized to enter into negotiations for 
the adjustment of all questions in controversy be- 
tween us, the United States had done all which 
was required by the laws and practices of nations; 
and that Mexico, by her refusal to accede to that 
proposition, and her rejection of our ministers had 
justly provoked the war. The war was not merely 

| popular, but had commenced rather by the action 
) of the people than by the acts of the President. 

] He adverted again to the war of 18]2, not to 
‘| charge on the Government of that day that it had 
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delegated authority, nor the territorial community any inher- || been unjustly commenced, but for the pur, 
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| showing the attacks which were made upon it = 
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| the ground of its injustice, by certain ministers in 
the New England States, from whose sermons he 
read extracts, and also quotations from the Boston 
| Sentinel, the New Hampshire Gazette, and other 
| papers. Attempts were then made to prevent the 
oaning of money to the Government, and he very 
much feared that similar efforts were made noy 
when the Government is in wantofaloan. Afie; 
referring to the Federal papers of 1812, he com. 
pared the language which they used with that 
which was to be found in many of the leadino 
Whig papers of the present day—the Ohio Star, 
Journal, the New Hampshire Statesman, the Na. 
tional Intelligencer, and other papers. The fate 
which befell those who promulgated these opinions 
in 1812 was, that they lost the public confidence 
and could not now show themselves beyond their 
own States; and this ought to be a warning to 
those who now advocate the same principles. He 
referred to the opinion expressed by a judge of the 
Supreme Court, (Judge McLean,) which he de. 
nounced as marked with a peculiar impropriety as 
coming from a member of the Supreme Court: 

We had been coerced into the war by the con- 
duct of Mexico, and the march to the Rio Grande 
had nothing to do with its commencement. 

We are in the war, and ought to prosecute jt 
until the objects for which it has been waged have 
been accomplished. In 1846, he had witnessed a 
more patriotic course on the part of Senators on 
| the other side. They were then united in favor of 
the war. 

Mr. MANGUM explained, that at the time of 
the passage of the bill of May, 1846, he had en- 
tertained no doubt of our right to cross the Rio 
Grande, in case of necessity, and even to pene- 
trate into the heart of the Mexican territory; but 
he had always been opposed to a war of conquest. 

Mr. BREESE quoted a portion of the speech 
of the Senator from North Carolina, to show that 
that Senator was then willing to vote any number 
of men necessary to prosecute the war vigorously, 
while now they are unwilling to vote an addition 
to our army of ten regiments. 

It had been said that it was in the power of the 
Government to make peace at any moment. 

Mr. NILES said his language was, not that the 
Government had power to make peace, but to stop 
hostilities. 

Mr. BREESE. To stop hostilities would of 
necessity secure a peace. He then adverted to the 
ae apa made by Mexico, and asked if any 

nator on the other side would have consented to 
dismember Texas of any portion of her territory. 
Senators say the war is unjust. If so, they are 
bound to make compensation to Mexico for all 
the injury we have done to her. 

The President had originally informed us of his 
desire to prosecute the war for the purpose of ob- 
taining a peace. Now he tells us, that having been 

revented so long, we must look for some indemnity. 

{r. B. said he had his own views on the subject of 
the character and extent of the claims of our citizens 
to indemnity. He admitted that war is not our 
policy, and our history would prove that we had 
never been guilty of any aggressive acts. Peace 
is our true policy, and it is our duty to preserve 
it. But Mexico, in this case, was the aggressor. 
He desired peace, but he did not estimate the evils 
of war to be so terrible as some have done. He 
glanced at the cause of this war, to show that, 
while it had been waged against the leaders, it had 
produced no outrages on the people. He referred 
to the proclamation prepared in Washington, and 
sent to General Taylor, promising protection to 
the people, in consequence of which they received 
our troops joyfully. In case of peace, what is to 
become of those persons who have been seduced 
into allegiance to this country? It becomes our 
duty to build up a government which will be able 
to give protection when our troopsare withdrawn. 

s to the withdrawal of our troops behind any 
given line, its effect would be to render the war 
interminable. The leading generals in Mexico 
would never acquiesce in the constitution of 1834, 
but would wage constant war, as soon as our army 
should have retired behind a line. He declared he 
would not give his consent to any treaty in which 
the withdrawal of our troops was made a stipula- 
tion. A majority of two-thirds of the Senate could 
not be obtained in favor of such a woe: 

There is a party in Mexico inveterately opposed 
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to peace, and this is the party most friendly to us, 
because the presence of our forces assures them 
tranquillity. It was true, the conquest of all Mex- 
ico would not be consistent with the avowed objects 
of the war, for these were peace, and indemnity 
for the past and security for the future. But the 
Senator from South Carolina regarded conquest as 
foreign to the spirit and genius of our institutions. 
put he (Mr. B.) did not so regard it. He thought 
that, as the Constitution had given to Congress 
the power to make war, we must be guided by our 
discretion as to the use of it. 

He contended that no danger could result to our 
institutions from the admission of the Mexicans 
to an equality with us; and to a political associa- 
tion. Were we toexclude men from the blessings 
of free institutions, merely because ofa difference 
in the color of the skin? ‘The Mexicans are wil- 
ling to give up their nationality in exchange for 
our free institutions; and he hoped to see, or that 
his children would see, the extension of these in- 
stitutions from one end of this continent to the 
other. He wished to know if Senators on the 
other side would give their consent to any act by 
which Texas should be given up. The enemies 
of free institutions were to be found in large cities; 
they were not to be found in the broad prairies of 
the West. 

Without going much into the financial question, | 
he did not feel that dread of a public debt which | 
some experienced, He calculated that the increase 
of our territory would cause such an increase of 
our commerce, that we may expect a revenue of 
more than a hundred millions, which would enable | 
ys to extinguish any debt created by our efforts to 
conquer Mexico. We should have the control of | 
the commerce of the world. Our country would | 
be the money market of the world. Mexico her- 
self might be preted pete one hundred millions 
annually. In the hands of our enterprising citizens, | 





she would be made productive beyond the most || 


sanguine calculations which could be made. He | 


was, therefore, disposed to prosecute the war with || 
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| We ntworth, Wick, Williams, Wiley, Wilmot, and Wood- 
ward —105. 


The demand for the previous question was then 
seconded, and the main question ordered to be put 
—yeas 104, nays 93, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Bayly, Bedinger, Bingham, Birdsall, 
Black, Bocock, Bowdon, Boyd, Brodhead, William G. 
Brown, Charles Brown, Albert G. Brown, Burt, Catheart, 
Chase, Clapp, Franklin Clark, Beverly L. Clark, Howell 
Cobb, Cocke, Cummins, Daniel, Dickinson, Garnett Dun- 
can, Edsall, Faran, Farrelly, Feagherston, Ficklin, Flour- 
noy, Fries, French, Fulton, Goggin, Green, Willard P. Hall, | 
Hammons, Haralson, Harmanson, Harris, Henley, Hill, 
George 8. Houston, Inge, Charles J. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jack- 
son, Jameson, Jenkins, James H. Johnson, Robert W. John- 
son, George W. Jones, John W. Jones, Kaufinan, Kennon, 
Lahm, La Sére, Sidney Lawrence, Lefer, Lord, Lumpkin, | 
Maclay, McClelland, MeClernand, MeKay. McLane, Mann, 
Meade, Miller, Morris, Morse, Nicoll, Peasice, Peck, Petrie, 
Peyton, Phelps, Pillsbury, Rhett, Richardson, Richey, Rock- 
hill, Sawyer, Simpson, Sims, Smart, Robert Smith, Stanton, 
Starkweather, Charles E. Stuart, Strong, Thomas, James 
Thompson, R. A. Thompson, William Thompson, Thurs- 
ton, Toombs, Turner, Venable, Wentworth, Wick, Wil- 
liams, Wiley, and Wilmot—104, 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincey Adams, Green Ad- 
ams, Ashmun, Barringer, Barrow, Blanchard, Botts, Brady, 
Butler, Cabell, Canby, Chapman, Collamer, Conger, Crans- 
ton, Crowell, Crozier, Dickey, Dixon, Donnell, Duer, 
Daniel Duncan, Dunn, Eckert, Edwards, Embree, Alexan- 
der Evans, Nathan Evans, Fisher, Freedley, Gayle, Gentry, 
Giddings, Gott, Gregory, Grinnell, Hale, Nathan K. Hall, 
James G. Hampton, Moses Hampton, Henry, E. B. Holmes, | 
John W. Houston, Hubbard, Hudson, Hunt, Kellogg, Thomas 
Butler King, Daniel P. King, William T. Lawrence, Lin- 
coln, Melivaine, Marsh, Marvin, Morehead, Mullin, Nelson, 
Nes, Newall, Outlaw, Palfrey, Pendleton, Pollock, Preston, 
| Putnam, Reynolds, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, 
| Root, Rumsey, St. John, Schenck, Sheppera, Sherrill, Sil- 
| vester, Slingerland, Caleb B. Smith, Truman Smith, Ste- 
phens, Andrew Stewart, Strohm, Tallmadge, Thibodeaux, 
Taylor, Tompkins, Richard W. Thompson, John B.'Thomp- 
son, Van Dyke, Vinton, Warren, White, and Wilson—93. 


The main question was then put, viz: ‘* Shall 
the resolution pass?” It was decided in the affirm- 
| ative—yeas 109, nays 87, as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Bayly, Bedinger, Bingham, Birdsall, 
| Black, Bocock, Bowdon, Bowlin, Boyd, Brodhead, Wiiliam 
G. Brown, Charles Brown, Albert G. Brown, Burt, Catheart, 
Chase, Clapp, B. L. Clark, F. Clark, H. Cobb, Cecke, Col- 
lins, Cummius, Daniel, Dickinson, Garnett Duncan, Edsall, 


. - . se, Alexander Evans, Faran, Feathers tic | 
vigor, until the whole of the Mexican territory | Eumsee, Aexander Evans, Farus, Featherston, Ficklin, 


should be subjugated. 
Mr. B. having concluded, 


On motion of Mr. UPHAM, 


The Senate proceeded to the consideration of 


Executive business; and, after some time spent | 


therein, the doors were reopened, and 
The Senate adjourned. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, February 15, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
Mr. KAUFMAN moved the usual resolution to 


terminate all debate in Committee of the Whole, | 
on the bill to authorize a loan not exceeding | 


$18,500,000, on Wednesday next, at two o’clock, 
p- nm. ae : 7 

Mr. K. moved the previous question. 

Mr. ROOT moved to lay the resolution on the 
table. 

The question was decided in the negative—yeas 
8], nays 105, as follows; 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Join Quincy Adams, Green Ad- 
ams, Ashimun, Barringer, Barrow, Blanchard, Botts, Brady, 
Cabell, Canby, Chapman, Conger, Cranston, Crowell, Cio- 
zier, Dixon, Donnell, Daniel Duncan, Dunn, Eckert, Ed- 
wards, Nathan Evans, Fisher, Freedley, Gayle, Gentry, Gott, 
Gregory, Grinnell, Hale, Nathan K. Hall, James G. Hamp- 
ton, Moses Hampton, Haskell, Elias B. Holmes, Hubbard, 
Hudson, Huut, Kellogg, Thomas B. King, Daniel P. King, 


Willian T. Lawrence, Lincoln, Mellvaine, Marsh, Marvin, | 


Mulliu, Nelsou, Nes, Outlaw, Palfrey, Pendleton, Pollock, 
Preston, Putnham, Reynolds, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rock- 
Well, Root, Rumsey, St. John, Schenck, Shepperd, Sherrill, 
Stivester, Slingerland, Caleb B. Smith, ‘Truman Smith, 
Stephens, Andrew Stewart, Stroh, ‘lallmadge, Taibo- 
deaux, ‘Yaylor, ‘Tompkins, Vinton, Warren, White, and 
Wilson—el. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayly, Bedinger, Ringham, Birdsall, 
Black, Bocock, Bowdon, Boyd, Brodhead, Win. G. Brown, 


Charles Brown, Alvert G. Brown, Burt, Cathcart, Chase, | 


Franklin Clark, Beverly L. Clark, Howell Cobb, Cocke, 
Collamer, Cummins, Daniel, Dickinson, Garnett Duncan, 
Embree, Alexander Evans, Paran, Featherston, Ficklin, 
Flournoy, Fries, Freneh, Fulton, Goggin, Hammons, Haral- 
son, Harmanson, Henley, Henry, Hill, Isaac E. Holmes, 
George 3. Houston, Inge, Charles J. ingersoil, Irvin, Jack- 
son, Jameson, Jeukins, James H. Johnson, Robert W. Jolin- 
Son, George W. Jones, John W. Jones, Kaufinan, Kennon, 
Lahn, La Sére, S. Lawrence, Leffler, Lord, Lumpkin, 
Maclay, McClelland, McClernand, McDoweil, McKay, Mc- 
Lane, Mann, Meade, Miller, Morris, Morse, Nicoll, Peasice, 
Peck, Petrie, Peyton, Phelps, Pillsbury, Rhett, Richardson, 
Richey, Rockhill, Sawyer, Sins, Smart, Robert Smiii., Stan- 
ton, Starkweather, Charles E. Stuart, ‘homas, Jas. ‘homp- 
son, John B. Thompson, Robert A. Thompson, William 
Thompson, , Toombs, Turner, Van Dyke, Venable, 


Fiournoy, Fries, French, Fulton, Goggin, Green, Willard P. 
| Halil, Hammons, Haralson, Harmauson, Harris, Henley, 
| Hill, Isaac E. Holmes, George 8S. Houston, Inge, Charies J. 

Ingersoll, Irvin, Iverson, Jackson, Jameson, Jenkins, James 
| H. Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, George W. Jones, John 
| W. Jones, Kaufman, Kennon, La Sére, Sidney Lawrence, 
Leffler, Lord, Lumpkin, Maclay, MeCtelland, McClernand, 
| MeDowell, McKay,{McLane, Mann, Meade, Miller, Morris, 
Morse, Murphy, Nes, Nicol, Peaslee, Peck, Petrie, Peyton, 
Pheips, Pillsbury, Rhett, Richardson, Richey, Rockhill, 
Sawyer, Simpson, Sims, Smart, Robert Smith, Stanton, 
Starkweather, Charles E. Stuart, Strong, Thomas, William 
Thompson, Thurston, ‘Toombs, Turner, Venable, Went 
worth, Wick, Williams, Wiley, and Woodward—109, 


Ashmun, Barringer, Barrow, Botts, Brady, Cabell, Canby, 
Chapinan, Clingman, Collamer, Conger, Cranston, Crisfield, 


Dunean, Dunn, Edwards, Nathen Evans, Fisher, Freedley, 


Elias B. Holmes, John W. Houston, Hubbard, Hudson, 


lin, Nelson, Newall, Outlaw, Paifrey, Pendieton, Pollock, 


Van Dyke, Vinton, Warren, White, and Wilson—87. 


THE LOAN BILL AND THE WAR. 


On motion of Mr. STEPHENS, the House then 
resolved itself into Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, (Mr. Borts, of Virginia, 
in the chair,) and proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill authorizing a loan not exceeding $18,- 


500,000. 
Mr. CROZIER, of Tennessee, being entitled to 


ee 


mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, pro- 


dollars, was one of a series of importagt measures 
recommended by the President of the United 


Maury district, (Mr. THomas,] who was an ardent 
supporter of the present Administration, and who 
had the honor of having the President of the Uni- 
ted States for one of his constituents, addressed the 
House, to hear him declare that he was prepared to 
vote on this measure, together with all the other im- 
portant measures under consideration, and which 
might be presented to their consideration by the 
President of the United States, without debate. 
Mr. C, had no hesitation in saying that when his 











OBE. 


NAYS-—Messrs. Abbott, John Q. Adams, Green Adams, | 


Crowell, Crozier, Dickey, Dixon, Donnell, Duer, Daniel | 


Hunt, Kellogg, Thomas Butler King, Daniel P. King, Wm. | 
T. Lawrence, Lincoln, Mcllvaine, Marvin, Morehead, Mui- || 


Preston, Putnam, Reynolds, Juiius Rockwell, Join A. Rock- | 
well, Root, Rumsey, St. John, Schenck, Sherrill, Silvester, | 
Slingerland, Caleb B. Smith, Truman Smith, Stephens, | 
Andrew Stewart, Strohm, Talimadge, Thibodeaux, Taylor, | 
Tompkins, Richard W. Thompson, John B. ‘Thompson, | 


the floor, said that the bill now before the Com- | 


viding for a loan of eighteen anda half millions of || 


States. He was not, therefore, surprised, when, a | 
few days since, his honorable colleague from the | 
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honorable colleague made this declaration he not 


only spoke for himself, but expressed the senti- 
ments, feelings, and wishes of every member of his 
own party; for it was characteristic of all those who 
favored the usurpation of Executive power against 
the rights of the people, that they were invariably 
foes to free discussion. Whether the party who 
were friendly to the Administration on this floor 
were liable to the charge of favoring usurpation, 
certain it was, from what we had seen this ses- 
sion and last session, that they had this quality, 
that they were opposed to frank, free discussion. 
At the last session of Congress, when this dominant 
party had a large majority in this House, there 
were many remarkable cases where this action took 
place; where they stopped debate upon most im- 
portant questions, without allowing anything like 
an adequate examination of them, Butit was not 
necessary to go back. At this session we had seen 
the same disposition manifested on the same side of 
this House, from the commencement of the session 
down to this morning. Resolutions had been in- 
troduced, from time to time, by members of the 
opposite side of this House, for the purpose of 
stopping debate on the President’s message. Scarce- 
ly had .t been under consideration three days be- 
fore gentlemen commenced to introduce their reso- 
lutions to stop the debate. And what was the reason 
for this? It was done, as he believed, that they 
_ might go out to the country with the false pretence 
that they were anxious to do the business of this 
House, and that debate upon this question hin- 
dered the progress of the business of the House. 
He had no hesitation, from what he had seen of 
their action during the present, as well as during 
_ the last session, in concluding that gentlemen on 
that side were attempting to make upon the record 
of the House proofs to go before the people that 
they were anxious to do the business of this coun- 
try, and that the Whigs were opposed to it. This 
| shallow humbug, he told gentlemen, would have 
no effect; it would be swallowed up in the next 
canvass, and would never be heard of again. The 
reason would be perfectly understood why they 
had introduced these resolutions, time after time, 
| for the purpose of stopping debate. 
In the brief time allotted him, he should go back 


|| to the President’s message, although gentlemen on 


the other side seemed very sensitive in the discus- 
sion of the measures recommended by the Execu- 
tive, and now before the country, to the considera- 
tion of this House. Some most important meas- 
ures were spoken to in this message of the Presi- 
| dent. It seemed to him his duty to remark on 
what he considered a most singular paragraph in 
the message. Near its commencement, the Presi- 
dent said : 

“On learning that hostilities had been commenced by 


|| Mexico, I promptly communicated that fact, accompanied 
Gayle, Gentry, Giddings, Gott, Gregory, Grinnell, Hale, Na- | 


than K. Hall, James G? Hampton, Moses Hampton, Henry, | 


| with a succinct statement of our other causes of complaint 
against Mexico, to Congress; and that body, by the act of 
| 13th of May, 1845, declared that, ‘by the act of the R- public 
of Mexico, a state of war exists between that Goverument 
and the United States.’ This actdeclaring ‘ the war to exist 
| by the act of the Republic of Mexico,’ and making provision 
for its prosecution ‘to a speedy and successful termination,’ 
was passed with great unanimity by Congress, there being 
but two negative votes in the Senate, and but fourteen in 
the House of Representatives.” 


‘|| Now, it would be remarked by every member 
here present, that when the President of the Uni- 
ted States, after the bill recognizing the existence 
of the war and appropriating for its prosecution, 
was passed, undertook to speak from the record, 
he made three quotations from the preamble of the 
bill. The President professed to lay before the 
people of the United States the vote of both Houses 
of Congress upon the preamble to the war bill; and 
how did he represent it? He said there were in 
this House but fourteen members voting against 
| it, and in the Senate there were but two. Let 
them turn to the record, and it appeared clearly 
|| that the President of the United States must have 
| seen the vote on the preamble as an independent 
proposition, which vote came immediately before 
\| the vote on the whole bill, and he could not have 
|| looked at the one without seeing the other. So 
|| far from there being but fourteen members of this 
|| House, as the President falsely represented, who 
voted against this preamble, there were sixty-seven 
|| who voted against it, and among them his (Mr, 
C.’s) name was found recorded, and also the names 
|| of fourteen Democrats, the friends of the President 
\| of the United States on this floor. 

|| He saw one gentleman (Mr. Sims] in his seat, 
who was a friend of the President of the United 
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States, who voted against this preamble, and who | 
addressed the committee on yesterday evening for | 
one hour without saying a word on this point. 

Mr. SIMS wished an opportunity to explain. 

Mr. CROZIER signified his willingness to yield, 
and wished to ask the gentleman a question. He 
was very desirous to hear why Democrats voted | 
against the preamble. 

Mr. SIMS said he voted against it, not because | 
he disbelieved one word which was said in it, but | 
because he thought it was an improper mode of | 
doing business. He was for separating the mes- 
sage—for referring so much of it as related to a | 
declaration of war to the Committee on Foreign | 
Affairs, and let them propose a simple declaration | 
of war; and so much as related to raising troops | 
and munitions of war, to the Committee on Mili- | 
tary Affairs. But, when both were put together, | 
he had no hesitation in Voting for the bill. 

Mr. CROZIER (resuming) was very happy to | 
hear the explanation of the gentleman, and, if fur- 
mished in an authentic form, would be very happy 
to put it in his speech. The gentleman from South 
Carolina stated that he voted against the preamble 
ona mere technicality, on the bill appropriating 
fifty thousand men and ten millions of dollars for 
the “ vigorous prosecution’’ of the war; the gen- 
tieman was willing to vote the preamble out of the 
bill, and on a mere technicality! The gentleman | 
took the sume ground as his honorable colleague, | 
who addressed the committee some days since, | 
{Mr. Kuerr.} 

He would be glad to hear from other gentlemen | 
of the Democratic party who voted against the pre- | 
amble an explanation of their votes. He should 
like to hear from the gentleman from Virginia (un- | 
derstood to refer to Mr. Bepincer) on this subject, | 
who was not in his seat now. That gentleman | 
addressed the House several days since for an | 
hour, but he likewise never said a word about his | 
vote against that preamble ! | 

Now, so far as Mr. C, was concerned, the rea- | 
son was plain for his vote against the preamble. 
He was opposed to it. He did not believe that | 
what it contained was true, and therefore he voted | 

| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| 


against it. In this vote against it before the coun- | 
try he satisfied his conscience. Posterity would | 
know, everybody now knew, why the Whigs voted 

against the preamble. ‘They believed the declara- | 
tion contained in it to be a gross falsehood, and 
tlrey satisfied their consciences by voting against | 
it, and, having done so, they voted for the whole 
bill, as, by the Democratic majority on this floor, | 
they were obliged to do, or to refuse to vote supplies | 
for our army in peril. He had reflected upon the 
subject for nearly two years, and he could not act 
differently were the question to come up again; he 
would be compelled to vote in the same way. His 
honorable colleague [Mr. Tuomas] could not see 
how the Whigs could vote for succors to General | 
Taylor; and held that, because they did not believe | 
the preamble to be true, they were not justified in | 
voting for the measure. Gentlemen on the other | 
side did not occupy the same ground at the last | 
session of Congress. He wanted to put one ques- | 
tion to his honorable colleague: if his friend at that | 


day did not believe it necessary that these troops || thorized to stipulate for the payment of such additional pe- | 


should be sent for the purpose of aiding General | 
Taylor, why was it (unless it were a simple act of 
tyranny and despotism) that they pressed that bill | 
through in such hot haste and allowed not a word | 
to be said upon it? | 
If there was no necessity, as his colleague [Mr. | 
Tomas] had said, to vote troops to rescue Gen- | 
eral ‘Taylor, why was the bill pressed through in | 
such hot haste? If this were so, and the Demo- 
crats believed ut, why did they refuse a fair expres- | 
sion of opinion on the subject? If General Taylor | 
had been overpowered and defeated, the gentleman | 
must remember there would have been absolute | 
necessity for raising another army immediately. 
But even in view of such a case as this, they might 
very reasonably have taken a day or two to delib- 
erate upon the subject. But he had not done with 
the President on this sibject. The President of 
the United States, in his message, states that there 
were but fourteen votes in the House of Repre- 
sentatives against the declaration that war existed | 
by the act of the Republic of Mexico, and the pro- 
vision of means for its prosecution. Mark, but 
fourteen votes against that provision. Now, he 
would show the House that the President was 
mistaken; for there were sixty-seven who voted 
against it. It would be harsh in him to say that 
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the President had told a deliberate and premedi- 
tated falsehood; that he had perpetrated an untrath; 
but, if he were a friend of the President, he would | 
advise him not to be quite so careless in searching | 
the records, even when he attempted to tell the || 
truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, 
for fear that his enemies might come to the con- | 
clusion that he had done it wickedly and malicious- | 
ly, and for fear that he might get his friends into || 
difculty who took the statements of the President || 
as true, how false soever they might be. A man 
should take care of his friends, if he had no regard 
for his enemies. 

But to pursue the subject further, and he must 
run over the message of the President rapidly. 





| 
| 
| 
} 
| 





| peace. These provinces are now in our undispi 








~~ 
eb. 15. 
Our military and naval commanders were order eae 


red ‘ 
quer and hold them, subject to be disposed of by oe 


“A treaty of 


. Ited Oven. 
pa:ion, and have been so for many months, al} resistanes 


on the part of Mexico having ceased within their limite + 
am satisfied that they should never be surrendered to Mey. 
ico.” ai Ta 

Here, then, it seems that Lower California must 
be taken as well as Upper, to satisfy the increased 
demands of the President, who is desirous tha: 
they ‘** should never be surrendered to Mexico." 
But what more does the President expect? On 
page 15 he says: 

With a people distracted and divided by contending far. 
tions, and a government subject to constant changes by syo. 
cessive revolutions, the continued successes of our arins may 


| fail to secure a satisfactory peace. Insuch event it may be- 


There were other reasons why the debate should || come proper for our commanding generals in the field to give 


not have been closed so suddenly. The annual 
message of the President of the United States was 
a document of great interest to every citizen in this 
vast republic. So interesting, indeed, was it, that 
the utmost capacity of steam and of electricity was | 
resorted to to spread it through the entire republic; | 


printing offices, in part, a thousand miles off. It | 
was read, too, with the same impatient haste with | 
which it was transmitted; indeed the despatch in 

its transmission was but evidence of the anxiety of | 
the reader to possess it; and yet, and it was a sin- 
gular fact, there was no paper issued to the public | 
which was read so carelessly as the President’s | 
message, and for the obvious reason that the peo- | 


contained in it without the most positive assurance | 
of its truthfulness. In this fact there was an in- | 
ducement to members of this House to scrutinize | 
this message here, where there was both time and | 
opportunity to expose its errors. And on exam- 
ining it, what did they find? Would it not be evi- | 
dent, whatever the President’s professions might | 
be, that his design was to swallow the whole of 
Mexico? Amongst the people there was much 
speculation as to the object of the present war. 

his was singular if the message was analyzed, 
and no attention paid to the President’s disclaim- 
ers, which were only thrown out to gull persons 
who are very gullible. For proof of the Presi- 
dent’s aT get in the further prosecution of the war, 
he would read a few extracts. On page eight the | 
President says : 

* The commissioner of the United States was authorized 
to agree to the establishment of the Rio Grande as the bound- 
ary, trom its entrance into the Gulf to its intersection with | 
the southern boundary of New Mexico, in north latitude 
about thirty-two degrees, and to obtain a cession to the Uni- 
ted States of the provinces of New Mexico and the Califor- 
nias, and the privilege of the right of way across the isth- 
mus of Tehuantepec. The boundary of the Rio Grande 
and the cession to the United States of New Mexico and 


Upper California constituted an ultimatum which our com- 
missioner was, under no circumstances, to yield.” 


Now, this was very plain. The commissioner 
was instructed to obtain New Mexico and Upper 


in this connection ? 


“* As the territory to be acquired by the boundary propos- 
ed might be estimated to be of greater value than a fair 
equivalent for our just demands, our commissioner was au- 


cuniary consideration as was deemed reasonable.”’ 


Yes, such pecuniary consideration as was deem- 
ed reasonable! And report said that reasonable 
sum was some fifteen or twenty millions of dol- 
lars, in addition to some three or four millions 


which are claimed as having been some time due | 


to our citizens. Here, then, was the President’s 


mode of obtaining indemnity for the past and se- | 


curity for the future. But he would travel a little 
further to find what the President subsequently 


| have faded 


ple necessarily supposed no statement would be || 


ee 


California; and what more did the President say | 


| encouragement and assurances of protection to the friends of 


peace in Mexico in the establishment and maintenance of 
free republican government of their own choice, able anq 
willing to conclude a peace which wou'd be just to them and 
secure to us the indemnity we demand.” 


| 
| Now, suppose the President could find a party 


in Mexico to make a treaty of peace with us, such 


and before the Clerk of this House had completed || a party would in all probability be in a minority. 
its reading, it was in the hands of compositors in || id 


but, even if it were in a majority, and we should 
guaranty their power by our arms, would it make 
a peace? No; there would be no end to the war 
until the present generation in Mexico shall have 
| passed away, and the memory of this war shall 
ci them. Why, we have tried such 
| an experiment already. In 1835 we made a treaty 
| with the Cherokee Indians, and, though they are 
| more feeble than Mexico, yet from 1835 to 1848 
the deadliest hostility has existed against those who 
made it, notwithstanding the powerful influence of 
the United States to make peace between them. 
And so it would be with Mexico. But what next? 
There it would be seen the President folds his arms 
in despair of ever being able to obtain a peace: 


‘If, after affording this encouragement and protection, 
and after all the persevering and sincere efforts we have 
made, from the moment Mexico commenced the war, and 
prior to that time, to adjust our differences with her, we 
shall ultimately fail, then we shall have exhausted all hon- 
orable means in pursuit of peace, and must continue to oc- 
cupy her country with our troops, taking the full measure of 
indemnity into our own hands, and must enforce the terms 
which our honor demands.”’ 


Here the President’s message indicates an in- 
tention to absorb the whole of Mexico, as the only 
means of getting a peace, or the termination of the 
war which he commenced. It was plain to his 
(Mr. C.’s) mind, and it must be so to the minds 
of other gentlemen who would reflect on this sub- 
ject, from all the evidence before them, that the 
President had never desired to make peace with 
Mexico, The President does not desire it at the 
present time. He had not wished to obtain such 
aresult. The President knew well that the war 
was prosecuted for party objects, and that its ter- 
mination now would be destructive to his party; 
hence he desired its continuance during his Presi- 
dency. It could be shown by the President’s own 
conduct that he had not desired peace. What had 
he done? Why, the first thing he did was to order 
our naval and military commanders to permit 
Santa Anna to return to Mexico; and the President 
told us when he got there we should have peace. 
And what next did he do? Why, he asked for 
three millions of dollars, and every gentleman who 
was present at that time knew with what an air of 
authority an individual on that floor, speaking au- 


| 


fee 





| 


would grant the President those three millions of 
dollars, we could have peace in sixty days. Yes; 
he said he knew the fact. He had doubtless been 
in the council chamber; he had seen letters from 
friends of the President in Mexico, and he knew 
for those three millions a peace conld be obtained. 


| 
} 





demanded. On page 11 he says: 
* Since the lideral proposition of the United States was 


been incuiged, and the precious blood of many of our patri- 
otic fellow-citizens kas been shed in the prosecution o7 the 


of Mexico in protracting the war, must influence the terms 


| cept.”? 


California was demanded. And what was it? 
Soon after the commencement of the war, New 
Mexico and Upper California would have sufficed ; 
but now the President is not satisfied without a 
| larger portion of her territory. On page 12 he 
| Bays: 

* Eurly after the commencement of the war New Mexico 


‘| and the Californias were taken possession of by our forces. 





authorized to be made in April last, large expenditures have i 


war. This eousideration, and the obstinate perseverance | 


of peace which it may be deemed proper hereafter to ac- | 


Now, then, more than New Mexico and Upper 


And how had that turned up? Why, instead of 
peace, it had only served to add fuel to the fire, and 
made it burn more furiously; for the Mexicans sa¥ 
|| that the President supposed he could buy them for 
| three millions of dollars. 


| 
thoritatively doubtless, told them that, if they 
| 
| 


} 
| 


‘| Well, what next? He senta commissioner down 
| there. And who was he? Why, a mere clerk in 
| one of our departments—the Department of State. 
| Now, what was the practice of nations when they 
| seek a peace with a belligerent nation? Did they 
1 send clerks from their Executive departments— 
| even a chief clerk? No; they sent men that were 





in which they were e 


world—men who had been employed in diplomacy 
before—men who know something of the business 
—men, too, who cary 
with them a moral influence. Our President, how- 


not only known to their own nation, but to the 
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